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tal Affairs

j Gove

U8, NEWS & WORLD REPORT, Jon. 29, 1973

[, If the President’s idea pre-|’
vails, the State Department is’
in for big changes. But it's a,
remodeling job that other Presi-;
dents have found frustrating.
Now heing set in motion isl-"n'c.bmﬁiéx'.i _
‘undertaking to which President Nixon is

ond  term: overhaul of the unwieldy'
¥+ Department of State to make it more,
<1 vesponsive to his own “objectives and -
: .| desires. R O
1 :Its a familiar goal, sought by many,
‘Presidents in the past. And if history is;
. é_any guide, it will be elusive. R
| The extensive shakeup which Mr.
iNixon has ordered is the fourteenth ef-
ort since World War 11 to reshape the, -
sprawling Department whose bureaucra-,
C{ John F. Kennedy orice likened to a;
“bowl of jelly.” - o s
" “This move is in line with the Chief
. Executive’s determination to tighten the
‘White House grip on the whole structure
‘of federal operations. , - ‘ Co
A new team of men described as “in’
‘novators and activists” was assigned to
-take .over at the State Department at a’

i

|
it
[
1
}

‘level just below Secretary William P..

! Rogers. Members of this group ate: - g
. .6 Kenneth Rush, Under Secretary of’
. “State. Mr. Rush, who has served as Am-_
bassador to West Germany and ds Dep-
‘uty Seccrctary of Defense, is an old and
“trusted friend of the President’s. He
& taught at the Duke University law:
ischool when Mr. Nixon was a student '
‘there 35 'years ago. Associates- regard’’
““him “as. a forcefu! administrator, who !
nows what Mr, Nixon wants and how
o-achieveit, < - R

“ . & William J. Porte
“for Political: Affairs.. A career diplomat
“for  'more ‘than’ three decades, former
Deputy Ambassador to South Vietnam
and former Ambassador to South Korea,:|

'

- Mr: Porter is said to have won the Pres- ;- dropped from 3,760 to 3,190,

~ ident's high esteem by the way he han- |

Ped his job as chief U. 8. delegate t(’)'i

the Paris peace talks on Vietnam, .- - -

1., William-J. Casey, Under Secretary |
tfor Economic Affairs: Mr.’ Casey, a New.| .

" York lawyer and a World War 11 offi. -

“icef-in"the Office of * Strategic ‘Services,’
_twas brought to Washington by. Mr. Nix-
on in 1971 as Chairman of the Securitics |
~“ind 'Exchange Commissian. He is cred-
“jted with ‘having instituted a number of !
" significnitt changes in operations of the|”
EC and is known in capital officialdom -
the kind of “doer” that Richard Nix<|-

the State Depitt:|.
a5t begh created. It reflects]

e Administration’s conviction- that eco-
mic {ssies are feplacing military secu:

ity "and defense alliances as the main
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giving high priority as he starts his sec-’.

f, Under Secretary * -

CK

“idiplomatic problems of the 1970s. Mr."*
Casey is expected to work closely with
" Secretary of the Treasury George P.
Shultz, who- is Functioning in a White
House role as overseer of economic af-|
fairs, both domestic and international.
- Emphasis on youth. One aspect of
the State Department reshuffle is action—
ordered by the President—to promote
younger officers- in the Foreign Service
,to’ positions: where_greater use can be.
made “of their talents, energies and!
iideas. A" White House. official reports: |
» “The President feels that there are
_now in the Foreign Service a number of ;
rqualified people “in *the 30-to-40 - age
" bracket ‘doing routine jobs, and he wants.
‘tof’give them an opportunity to move |
.up. ‘ . : |
“To make room, some oldet officers of .
the Foreign Service will be transferred
to other areas of Government.’ )

~ Besides the “housecleaning” pressure
-being exerted from the White House,
Ainternal reform—launched three years ago
by William B. Macomber, Deputy Under
Secretary for Management—is = being
raccelerated. o :

The reform program -is designed to-
put added emphasis on teamwork, to:
make better use of brain power, to in:’
crease opportunities for younger officials
to let their voices be heard and to have
‘a say in decision making,

A main goal of the changes is the
bolstering of State Department morale,
which insiders characterize as “shaky.™
.Among reasons cited: -

.Shrinkage. Although the . Stite De-
partment is listed as having in excess of
35,000 employes, this encompasses about .
11,500-. persons. with the Agency for
International Development (AID) and
10,500 foreign nationals in jobs overseas.
Over dll, the total of American citizens '
on the regular State Department payroll ;
—including communicators, technicians, ;
clerical workers and other nonprofession-
als—fell from. 13,800 in 1962 to 12,100
*in 1972. Between 1982 and 1972, the

number of, Foreign Service officers.

13

Fewer posts. Although 22 additional . )

* “American embassies were set up be-

‘tween 1962 and 1972-biécatise of the |
‘emergence of new. countrics—the total |
number of U. S. diplomatic offices abroad |
“declined from 276 to_248. Many consul-
 ates—including such long-established ‘of- ",
" fices as those. in Tampico .and Veracruz, |
Mexico, and Glasgow, Scotland—were
shut down to save money. R
-Latest figures on U: S. missions abroad
‘grer 1268 embassies, 88 consulates gen-
eral, 45 consulates. Also there ‘are 9.mis-
. ‘sions to the. United Nations and other -
" international organizations. :
. Rising_costs. Even with

. partinent’s budget rose from 408 million
dollars t6 an estimated 600 miltion _this

PARTMENT

: h fewer Ameii- | |
. “éans in State Department jobs, the De- -

Ternment, the State Department is under
¢ orders to hold down spending. Ry

Dwindling recruitment. In keeping’
‘with instructions to economize, only 827
:of the more than 10,000 persons who,
" took the examinations for jobs as Foreign,’
: Service officers in 1972 were commis:

- sioned—far from: enough to balance th

estimated 200 who retired or resigned.:

"

"In 1962, the Foreign Service hhd)},l(}-& R

junior officers; in 1972, only 523.

" Heavier work load. While manpower: - -

has gone down,. responsibilities have ins;

-creased, officials say. The great. upsurge : o

“in foreign travel by Americans and the;
flow of Ameritan investment ‘overseas:
jare just past of the picture. New prob:’
lems are demanding attention—the in-

ternational drive against the traffic -in
'narcotics, outbreaks of terrorism, the.
“menace of skyjacking, for example. " -
“ Also, officials note that the State De- -
partment is called upon to supply ‘a -
““constant stream” of detailed studies

‘and other data to the staff of the Na-.

tional Security Council, hendet’] by .
Henry A. Kissinger, the President’s As

. L sistant for National Security Affairs.

' Among State Department profession-..
i als, hope is expressed that the shake-up”,
tordered by Mr. Nixon and the Depart-
ment’s own program of reforms will
enable it to regain some of the prestige
“it lost to Mr. Kissinger during the first -
Nixon term. ) S

It is generally conceded that Mr.
'Kissingar was in a better position than

" the State Department to help the Prest--

- dent make important breakthroughs—such-

as his summit trips to Peking and Mos-" |

‘cow and the secret talks on a
“truce, ‘ : R

~ For one thing, the secrecy which Mr." ©
‘Kissinger needed would have been dif- .-,
{ficult to assure had the State Depart-. -
| ment- been handling the supersensitive "
| negotiations. - S

! As a former Secrétary of State, Dean -
- Rusk, remarked: “We have to resign

Vietnam

| ourselves to the fact that' we work in a’

Government that doesn’t know how to
kecp its mouth shut.” - i
Spadework volunieers. Be that as!:
it may, the feeling at the State Depart-
ment is that because the breakthroughs'
have been made, the time has come for
the Whité House to call upon experts

Lifi the caieer Foreign Service 'to do:

hored ‘of ‘thd spadework needed ‘to en-i-
Yarge dpon diplorhatic initiatives. !
Some professionals contend that pre-
matire optiniisni last” October about a
Vietnam  agrcement’ . inight have been!”
avoidetl if Foreign Sérvice spocialists
chad béene advising Mr. ‘Kissinger on ai’
+ elosdr basls. S A R
i; Siid one official: - v

! “Thére is resentment—justified or no
-—amorig Foreign - Service officers . who
‘feel that for the most part they have ..’
beetl cut out bf the main. action during ™.
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~ the last four years.” L
- | Within. the - Department, there has
.%lwen .criticism of Secretary -Rogers. A
- <} knowledgeable source commented: ¢
| “Rogers- does his best: work behind |
. Tthe kcénes—and tells few at the Depart
" {ment what he is.doing. The Secretary.is;
“ |part- of the top strategy conferences,!
- Talong with -the' President "and 'Henry |
~IKissinger, but he doesn't talk about his
" Irole, doesn't put his best foot -forward
i publie. . - g :
1. “This haé an.adverse effect on the
~igreat bulk- of the Foreign Service. Not,
“lawnre of what Mr, Rogers is’ doing,
- imany carcer people.fear that the service
un-which they have: staked: their futures: -
“ ik heing.dpwngradeds” - -
U Rogers—no ‘“headlines:’” - Another
comment from an dnsider: . .o
21 “For most of the Foreign Service pro-
~fessionals, the situation looks bleak. Kis-
v isinger, not. Rogers, gets the headlines.. CE {
- 1Kissinger, ‘not Rogers, sat in- on the .98 countries in:1963. "
- President’s tatks with Mao Tse-tung'and L ‘séc're;";& e answors allof the
. ‘ll;c«mid Brezhnev. K issipger,.nqt' R oger. Sif cepting several ideas and eﬁ’lainiﬁ
ydealt- w:‘lhf l-lal;«)i: A‘!l] of this v'cophfll_)-‘;{‘ | others are rejected. _ .
" Aites tosthe morale problem.” . - <y Ambassadorial -conferences dre sthed- f' .
: ﬁsm&wtml?‘;‘:’}; :']: :t‘:"‘:g::;:’ t:i:;.:iti}s{ ::l ulgd- »penod_:csllly. On t‘)ese oceasiors, |
‘porsunde other agencies of the Govern- | chiefs of mission meet with younger of-
N=t . ificers, whose immediate supcrvisots are

‘ment. that, the role of leadership in for- | .
: ) e - v Y 1.71not present and- who are encouraged to |
‘clgn- affairs *properly helopgs ,m the . Ispeak out frankly. Both- policy -antl m!o :

~ State Department. - “|' ministration are discussed:. . -~

It's - pointed out t

s
¥

FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS: 3,190, down 570 ;
962. Average.age of this force of American_professionals:is't

‘ing. Only 15 per cent aré in starting: grades now, compared W

% 1'30.per cent 10.years ago; 25 per cent are in top grades, up:fro
~#19 per cent.in- 1963: "\ : Dol

- zDIPLOMATIG, OFFICES: 248 embassies, consulates and missio

- paround the world, compared with 276 a-decade earlier. < i ,

~ 'SPENDING: ‘Ar"estimated 600. illion dollars this year, up: fromil
© 1408 million in 1963 largely betause of inflation. . 11

-FOREIGN AID:" 3.3 billion-dollars of economic and; financial

- sistance is going to. 86 cotitries;this year, down from 4 billion,

ég o e s . S
selves more obviously useful t
White House. ‘ :
. In;the worlls:of Mr. NMacoimbed
self, lendér.ihip‘ “¢an only be earn
competence.” The Deputy: Unden
Iretary warned' that umless the 1)
| ment makes itself capable of takilg the
Ilead in handling forcign affairs,] “this
will be done for us” by somebody élse
:{ During Mr, Nixon's first term, dramas

b o]
why { L

(llnhlu;
" )y .
Sec-
rpart-

hat - over the years were’

" incrensed activity abroad has been-under-.
« :taken ‘by. the Defense,” Treasury- and }
Commerce, Departments, the Central:In:

Claw speciﬁcnlli;
i

-fthat;j the State Department does not: .

telligence - Agency; AID and. the ‘U, S.
‘Information Service. . : )
1 The -core of that issue.is that existing.|
gives these agencies cer-
lities. overseas. ‘Beyond .

taitt - responsi

thave. the manpower and- resources to.

" take over-the jobs that others are doing. |

all the!

. Fresh -approaches? Despite: !
t

‘difficultics with which- the Departmen

:is confronted, some key officials express|

iconfidence that fresh approaches will!

- :pay off in enhanced prestige.

L ;aplmsis from old-fashioned, orthodox diplo-
-, imacy to.international trade and monetary | LONDON, Jan.

itself to mect around the world.

'

One siich change-is the shift in em-

issues that the Department is bracing

Ini- this' connection; an effort is being |

Y made o recruit young Forcigh Service

officers trained in cconomics. Also, a

1 -number of officers whose cxperience: has
" been- limited chiefly to diplomatic rou-
E.line-are being sent to study economics
I" at.giaduate schools or at a special. cram

v

- course conducted by the Foreign Service

" - Institute.

~ State’ Department  officials are “con-
‘cerned about the loss of some young
Forcign Service officers - who have de-

“ ‘cided that their talents can- be put to

‘better use clsewhere. For- example, 14 .

.~ have resigned in the last two years to
" accept jobs on Capitol Hill. But officials

"gay that only two have quit in protest -Angeles, wete *a totally ihcor-

- against policy. In- both: cases, t
15 " role in Vietnam was the issue.

O

he U.S..

- Concern about the morale o

concept in the State Depattment i
+ “The Department. eannot ~oblige a

.| - As explained by anvaide to, Diputy
“{ Under Secretary Macombor, the c}ur;mpl -
§ Uhise {0

‘ ‘President: to put. it to. greater ise—~but |
.can improve itsclf enbugh to-show him |

| State Department’s machinery.

tic: developments in foreign. policy
centered in the- White 'House, jvhich:
seemingly. paid scant attention to - the:

Now, the Picsident is stressin

: ) y that:
‘he wants that. machinery remodeled

g

D

"that we are capable of doing a job
_ter- than anyone else~better thah we !
have in‘ the past. We_ niust_makd_our- *

| NEW. YORK' TIMES :
28 January 1973

BSPIONAGE CHARGE
DENIED BY WILSON

i et o _
27 (AP)—
Former Prime Minister Harold
Wilson denied today a report
that he hid an American spy in

his - residence outside Londonj

whére -he met with Soviet Pre-
mier Alexel N. Kosygin in 1967
for secret talks on Vietnam:
. Mr: Wilson also denied that
a United States apgent was
Eiven -drafts of documents: that
¢ drew up before the talks or
a transcript of a telephohe call
between. Mr, Kosygin - and
Leonid E. Brezhnev, the Soviet
Communist
Bé{tisth i.ntéell
edly tapped.
~ The charges, " Wwhich ».weré
ade by Brig, Gen. Paul Gor-
man in testimony yesterday at
the Pentagon papers trial h Los

ence had alleg-

f younger: . "

.| Forcign Scivice officers has-resulted in, -

“" such steps as these:

""Open forum” mectings. are held reg- " -
ularly,. at,which officers exchange -idens. .

:'?'_and.. complaints.  Approved Suggestions
 “or comp'iints are sont directly to the !

case 2001/08/07

=
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farty chief, ~ that:
g

.

- was-dble to hear what

bet. !

tect version” of what took
place, Mr. Wilson contended.
He denied that British agents
had tapped a telephone conver-
sation- between Mr. Kosygin
and:Mr. Brezhnev, ' ’
General’ Gorman
Unitéd States agent,

said - a
named

‘Chester Cooper, had lived at 10’

Downing Street; the official
residence of British prime min-

‘{sters, so that he could work

with Mr. Wilson as he prepared
for. the- meeting with Mr. Kosy-.

gin. . )

- The general said- that the
agent later hid. in- what he
described as a *garret prison
room” at Chequers when" the,
two-leaders met..There was no
indication -whether: the agent;

cussed, - .
. Mr. Wilson said that Mr.}
Cooper,. whom heé described as
the President’s special repre-
‘sentative, was not in & -position
to know what he and Mr; Kosy-,
ginsaid. - .. o

The cloak-and-dagget’ story

-Wras reported in {our previousty:

EEPO

As the remodeling gets wnder
.many-in Washington are mindful
frustrations. experienced hy past-
_dents'who wanted the same thing, |

they dis-, .

way,’
bf the
Prest.

unpublished Pentagon - 'papers -
that dealt with Brltlsh-gianpe B
can links. AR
“Mr. Wilson said In-a state3]-
ment: “Thete i3 also. a suggessi
tion that Mr. Kosygin was u
aware that I was in touch with
the White House. They are &
totally incorrect version.™of.
what happened. There was 1n0;
spy at Chequers.”” . - -. ..l |
Mr. Wilson said.he had. been
in-touch with the White House
about thé.Chequers talks be
fore he. met Mr. Kosygin be:
cause of the possibility of ex
tending a Vietnam® cease-fire
then in effect: <~ . ol
“In-view -of the urgency an
ithe time factor; Mr, .Coopet]
‘was at Chequers specifically to]-
‘keep in Qirect telephone touch
‘with the White House so that:
i1 could commuricate to Mr
il(bsygin*any decision the Pres:
'{dent. made,” Mr, Wilson. ‘sai
| But, he-gtressed, Mr. Coo|
{¢itd not eavesdrop on the ¢
between: himseif and Mr.
I n

S
LW
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4
. WILLIAM F., BUCKLEY: . Last Sunday, Senator Edward Kennedy
proposed in the New York Times that President Nixon, having,
.. after all, gone to China and reestablished informal relations
«| -~ there, there is no purpose left to be served in continuing to N
ostracize Cuba. Mr. Kennedy's.point struck many people as logical-| -
1y compelling as we see the ongoing collapse of commitments : C
and alliances annealed by the spirit of resistance to communism
/. a generation ‘ago. Among greater and lesser casualties of that.
17 'dissolution is the Central Intelligence Agency, whose’organizing
bias, if you will, was the postwar decision to let communism
. move no further, . . i .

L , To discuss these pointsiwe have two guests. Mr. Mario
Lazo became an American citizen only a few days ago, though
' he has 1ived half his l1ife here, the other half in Cuba. He
" .was among the two or three best kitown lawyers in Havana, the
founder of a huge firm well-knownZamong other things for its
philanthropic activities. He lef§ Cuba after the Bay of Pigs AU
#] - and published a year or so ago a ﬁkfinitive account of the failure ! .
| ‘of the move to liberate Cuba, "Dagyer In The Heart." o

o Howard Hunt was intimately involved as an official ‘
>, in the CIA in the Bay of Pigs. Imdeed, the New York Times named
4. him as the principal CIA official-.directly involved in that
- venture. He is a graduate of Brown University, who was a war
1. " correspondent for Life magazine, a freelance writer who has = . .
“published forty-two books, most of them spy novels. On retirement: |
from the CIA'after twenty years of duty, he did freelance work b
‘as @ White House consultant and last June was arrested in connect« | ..
.fon with the Watergate case. Last Monday he pleaded guilty T
.. before federal court and the sentencing is yet to come. The
m'gresjding judge and Mr. Hunt's own lawyer have forbidden him -
. to speak about Watergate. But his involvement there has not,

‘Qfﬁ_grQSumab1y. diminished his knowledge of the CIA and Cuba and . -/ .|
‘..his special qualifications, born of long experience, to discuss . '. |-
. {the CIA and forefgn policy. .- ~ BRI IR

- - The lawyers from Washington have only just now advised . [
. jus -that we may not submit to questioning as usual by the panel, . |
- .to whom I apologize,. o S ‘ '

SR I should Yike to begin by asking Mr. Hunt whether
© his public identification as a long-time CIA officfal confers
'upon him now the right, if only in self-defense, to describe
. with appropriate discretion some of the activities of the CIA, ' - i~
~particularly as they relate to Cuba, ‘ PERL I A
. .

o E. HOWARD HUNT: I believe that it does, Mr, Buckley,| '' |’
After all, it was not I who identified myself as a former employee, |::
_ officer, or official of the Central Intelligence Agency. That . ... {
‘Anformation came from the government {tself, And I considered
it then, and I _consider it now, a unilateral abrogation by the

~ " Approved For Release 2001/0847 * CIA-RDP77-00432R000100070001-9
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Q“'if"fngérnmentvof'théféohmfthéhtVthat;wéheﬁieréd‘Thio?ﬁiﬁﬁ'my ré£3;éhent
. .from the Central Intelligence Agency. j ey
RN ‘ S'BUCKLEY: Your point 1s;thatf5- £hat-when1y6u_wefd
3arrestedvsomebodyfin thengoyernment.(gw"*,j¢;‘ IR N T A
1 ::1_,ZHUNT; May I-1ntér3éctgf,Iywaélﬁeverjarréstéd;fJ;M ‘
§1; BUcKLEY:= Whén you'wgrefihag?iﬁQetaihed?jiorlﬁgk
KO B " HUNT: I’Qasz?’I“surhéﬁderedﬂtoﬂUQS,'éufhpiﬁtié
: qt:thgfappropr1ate;t1me;;& D 75 ST A
0t .. . BUCKLEY: Uh-huh _
’ ST o . .‘ o 1;_"i L e E.HA
... HUNT:. But. I was qever]at;anygtime‘arrested,jw

LU BUCKLEY:  Well, was thére??? ﬁ&djtﬁat'-iﬁwdéféh?
jat that point: a warrant for your arrest? - = . i

i 1

e
1

fﬁVHU&T:f;No‘warrahtiwas'eVe% fssﬁéd;fd?}itaj}ﬁfgf'
CUBUCKLEY: - Mo Uh-huh,

[ RN

s ,:;HUNT{ 1 Was:never:a fugitive, : ERCINOR S ¥4 ”‘
' [ ! ‘ . ) . ) o T 1 R | ‘ e ﬁ ‘v K
o0 oo BUCKLEY: VYes, But -- but -- at that -- at that point

ias I understand it, the fact of your having. been assoclated -

~[with CIA was for the. first time publfcly. ventilated?- Do
~ HUNT:  That is correct, yes, ' , ‘”‘_r

BUCKLEY: Yes. Now, does -- d

CHUNT: 1 feel that I'm able to do that, yes.|

imood. of detente?
- e - ) \

: - BUCKLEY: Okay. Well, then let me ask you a direct

question. The.CIA is. not permtéted, as I uhde&stgnd-itl to

.

¢ iengage in domestic activity. Right?
HUNT: Right. |
BUCKLEY: Now, does that mean that nobody has any

iright to suspect. that -- that the Watergate business was a CIA*'THE

P

|
|
|

»;goperation?»

. } ' . . °
- (HUNT: No. That -- perhaps I shouldn't have a -

- your earlier question as definitively as. I did. It 1s‘knswered T
~-|[for example, that the CIA at one time was involved in domestic

-, operations. And I cite.the discovery, the disclosure, of,,, -

| BUCKLEY: The NSA business?

HUNT: ...CIA support of the National Student A556C1ation.
a domestic operation. - - , R

BUCKLEY: But for purposes of fqreign~trave1;'Wasn't

' <;f" ~ HUNT: Not sdlely,'hoi: They'fééruitedlAmerican;studentsf‘

on U.S. campuses for work in this country which-led eventually .
- Approvad-For Relea l
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‘to work abroad. o T T

i

i BUCKLEY Well, what -- what about the suspicion,

1that has been widely ventilated, that experience, ‘especially
v lifelong experience, with the CIA teaches a person to forget .
"i»about the legal impediments that 1ie between him and the accomplish-jfe
‘iment of a mission that he seeks to -- to achieve? In -- in o

the grownup world, as I understand it, everybody recognizes

i |that it is 111ega1 for a CIA operative to -~ to -- to work in
-~ |Cuba- and it's illegal for a Cuban operat1ve to work 1n the United -

gﬂstates but they both do: 1t. T e ,_Jitg

P ' B L

. HUNT: Yes. ST o R

W il
t",
, : : BUCKLEY Now, under the circumstances, I guess the | ;
_ ,question I'm asking is, if-one Spends.twenty years working for;;
“‘the CIA, is it 1ikely that on returning to one's own country; i
;one’ has so- much absorbed the ethos of the CIA that one tends
‘to-goiafrter what 1t 1s that one.wants and to consider 1oca1 .
;1eg1slaticn that stands 1n the way as sort of irrelevant?

é HUNT: If one even were to consider locai 1égislatiodr'v'-‘*
/Tt would not be illegal under United States law, for-example, L I

"for CIA to mount an entry operation in Ottawa or =-- or Fort

- !Erie, Canada, the other side of the Peace Bridge. But here

."iwe have a geographical distinction.  We would not be guilty .

‘under United States law of -- of, let's say, a second-degree =$¢

burglary charge by the United States for an operation that we

iconducted in Canada, or in Mexico; we would be were it conducted

o dn F1orida or Texas or Southern Ca11forn1a. . PETER

I P

'BUCKLEY: Well, I -- I'Wish. tors

: HUNT:‘ Am 1 answer1ng...”‘ S v L 3
; BUCKLEY: Yes, you are. And I wish to be Very'expficfi'
about it. I want to abide by the -- the ground ru]es and not we | ;.-

not try to -- any sneak punches. But I guess what I'm -- what | R
~tI'm asking is, is -« is it fair to say, without violating our. o
“iunderstanding, that in approach1ng the Watergate business you : |- .
.‘.and your associates approached it 1n the spirit of a CIA operaticn?””

~ HUNT: Yes, | b . o i"ff
L . BUCKLEY: Uh-huh. Uh-huh. Now, Mr. Lazo, may I =s |
Imay 1 ask you this: at -- at what point did you understand the

- {CIA :to be engaged in an operation the objective of which was

© ithe deposition of Castro? ‘

’:ayﬁfil MARTO LAZO At what point did t,‘. o

Lo 3}; BUCKLEY: Yes. .~ ' . |
“vfg LAzo: ...understand the CIA to be...v |
fﬁEBUCKLEY‘ H1storica11y at what. point. yes.’

t LAZO: ...engaged in what?

R ~ BUCKLEY: 1In an operation the objective of which wasf
L'Ithe deposition of Castro?

L f - LAZO: Well, I would say that goes back to the Bay
. iof Pigs.

BUCKLEY ) Surely not -~ not before then? You didn.t};;ﬁ{
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know the CIA wanted to oust Castro until the Bay of ﬁigs. until
:the Marines landed? : |

. . LAZO: No. I think that was the first time’ that I. :
.|remember. You had something else in. mind? If you ask me, I 11
.>-.{be giad to answer you. , i S

S BUCKLEY°' weil, you .- you - you were living in Havana
las a Cuban citizen. ' _ o -~

LAZO | That s right.

~ e BUCKLEY And you were -« as I understand it. you.

- lwere- heiping out agents of a foreign country, including indirectly

" ‘IMr. Hunt, who were pursuing the orders of the President of the .

o {United States.< xI m asking you did you know what those orders i
Wei"e. . ot T, . R oL -

SR LAZO~ “Well, Mr. Buckiey. look - we worked, my partner
-‘_,and I worked for many years with the CIA and the FBI, Anything
C U we could do to ‘help them we -- we did.,

BUCKLEY Nas this in vioiation of Cuban 1pw?
LAZO: “No. No, this... S o
BUCKLEY It's okay to work with a foreign...

] : LAZO: And furthermore, the -- at that time there'
“was no country that was closer- to the United States than Cuba.

11'm. not talking about during pre-Castro. Were you working with.
the CIA or the FBI after Castro came to power? If -- {f you
don't want to answer, just say so. But -- if -- if you say
that you don't want. to answer, I understand. But... ,

" LAZO: No, no. I'm -- I want to answer. But I'm -
the -- I never worked professionally with either one. I worked
in -- we helped them in every way we could.. After Castro came
to power -~ as a matter of fact, a year after Castro came to .

power, in January, 1960, when the American embassy went down, /
I became a seif appointed spy for- the U.S. :

- s "BUCKLEY. That -~ that sure]y was illega], wasn t ‘

i
i
AR LAZO: Sure it was iilegai then. And by that time
v_'we ‘knev where the country was heading; Castro had shown his
icolors, And what 1 did was to arrange with a: friendly European

' BUCKLEY. Concerning what? L
“ Y LAZO:  Hmm? R |
BUCKLEY' Reports concerning what?”

LAZO: Reports of everything that was happening in |
Cuba that the United States should know. For instance, we repreé
ted the railroads of Cuba and we had about thirty-five inspectors
out and they were reporting from all over the country, and the :
.. headquarters, the main office, of the railroads was right under.
’our office, and they would give us reports all the time and -
v . 'we would pass them to the American embassy... My sympathies have
1f;a1Ways been with the United States.v; .

BUCKLEY: But I'm talking about post- Castro. I'm not == FAS
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" 'sources of information anymore, then I would send reports once .

. |my reports; that was to the FBI. Nobody asked me to do.that;j5f

= ~ It is often referred to, the Bay of Pigs, as -~ as the greatest

“|for CIA, Now, 1'd 1i

'the fiasco? And number two, if it was more than thaty {f it

Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-R"DP77-0043”2'R000100070001'¥9—7Z'

Now, as I was saying;nﬁhéﬁmihéhéﬁgggéyAﬁggt'down and@ﬂ,v‘

11t seemed to me that the United States didn't have very good |

“la week by a courier, who would go from Havana to New York to ~.
the capital of this country in Europe and he would drop off

Nobody ever thanked me for it, Nobody ever paid me for it, o
I: didn't expect any thanks. - oo e .

oy Jf‘ " BUCKLEY: You --.you’wéré,ﬁea11jua vofﬁﬁteer'éollectingff?jfld

' LAZO: Yes, surely.

, _ BUCKLEY: l.;.information. ;A]] right., A1l right, .
now, going back to Washington, I'd 1ike to ask this of Mr., Hunt,

7 ifiasco in postwar Amerdcan history. And -- and -- and reference| |
to 1t is usually used to inspire some sort of a -- a disdain |~

ke to ask you a two-part question, Numberﬂ SR B

- |one, was. it a failure of intelligence by CIA that resulted it Lo

 ”'j,*was a political faflure in Washington, 1s ft a responsibility

- |of CIA to make recommendations with reference to thedr anticipation |
of the fortitude in Washington? ‘ : ' o

. HUNT: Let me answer as follows. And 1 want to answer
as completely and responsively as I can. First, the fiasco
of the Bay of Pigs... A

.BUCKLEY: A Tittle lbuder, please.

HUNT: The fiasco of the Bay of Pigs was not a failure

~jof intelligence. It was not a failure of intelligence collection -

{or of positive intelligence operations. The failure of the .

Bay of Pigs came about because at a critical time commitments

that had been made by high officials of the United States govern-

-iment to the Cubans who were fighting, to their leadership in

;. |Miami and elsewhere, those officials backed away from those e

-~ |commitments and, in effect, abandoned the brigade at the beachhead.
That was a political decision. : v

. CIA never had any reason to believe that these commitments .
would be abandoned. We had, after all, been recruiting the N

. iCubans, sending them to training camps in Guatamala for many,

lémany months. And these were the ground rules. First of all, . .
ithere was the United States fleet offshore. The Boxer was the " .

"5f1agship. Secondly, the -- the principal things that the --

. thing that the Cubans were interested in was that they not
.be opposed at the beachhead by Castro airpower. And this was
.a definite commitment that was made. Now, this commitment was

- 'made by the Eisenhower administration, in which now President .
- :Nixon served as Vice President. And I belijeve he chaired the .-
- 'National Security Council in that capacity. So, in effect,

~the commitment that was made to the Cubans, who went forward o ;
‘and risked their 1ives, was nullified by a subsequent political -

ﬂ3 3f'Adec1s1on of the New Frontier, -

" BUCKLEY: Well, was theré anything to 1ead.yau'to

‘{”71xfbe11eve, between the inauguration of President Kennedy and the ii

. Nixon, who was intimately involved with the

‘f~jBay of Pigs, that he had second thoughts about i1t?

R : HUNT: There was this. First of all, during the campaign

- ‘President Kennedy campaigned -- then Senator Kennedy campaigned .

-on a promise of help to the Cuban exiles. Pres -- Vice President
operational planning -

"f;@frpmAhis pos1t*onu1ﬁm$hswN@ﬁﬁpngjwﬁésgrisy.Foqnctl,.9901d,n0t‘wywx»:
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rebut or refute “the Kennedy" argument because Bis 11ps were sealed

“'fBUCKLEY' Which Kennedy argument?
HUNT: ... fact we were doing.
nBUCKLEY°_ Which Kennedy...

HUNT : The Ken -« the Kennedy argument that the Unitg
hould do something, to” heip overthrow Castro. P

RIS BUCKLEY* Why would he want to refute it? Oh. you5
s ‘mean’ he couldn t say,,"Yes. 1ndeed Lagree with him. Andtinm
. "fac‘t "fe ﬂltend to..- Do . ..:5 [s ."' R l".f' IAPTIRR ‘.

A - foy )

hE Sy —")'
B

HUNT' "And 1n fact we are so doing "'yes. |
eucxtzv- Uh-huh. ;'T’ff?“‘4 s "“;;'9];'"'? g
)

LR say nothing about it. So this was a plus factor. 1n the Kennedyu
o j‘Nixon debates. a p1us factor for Kennedy.*/, L R

BUCKLEY‘ Did -~ did...[j

w7~doing¢ vg;. . S v o o
BUCKLEY°' But he cou1d appear to be 1 more hawkfsh tha#

i

| fIN‘ixon. L

S CRUNT: Yes, - That's right. And Kennedy knew perfect1y

"'f¢We11 what we were doing, because he was receiving, as the Democra1

- tic candidate, daily briefings from CIA. And he was taking
_'advantage of that knowledge.,

BUCKLEY., Not daily briefings from Drew Pearson?
VHUNT. [Laughs] Quite conce1vab1y...
BUCKLEY' Yes.

t
A

. HUNT : ws.too., Again, to answer perhaps mote specific 1
i1y to your question, shortly after the election and it was made 7
‘known that Kennedy had -- had been elected, we were ordered

[to close down all recruiting.and training activ1t1es for time ==
ifor the time being. Everything was put .into suspense, During
“"this period, Allen Dulles, Dick Bissell, some of the other princis«

pal officers 'of CIA went down to the Kennedy Palm Beach compound |

~ Jand told him exactly what the situation was. In due course,
after about two or three weeks, the commitment was made: go
tiahead, continue as before, '
} e BUCKLEY [UnintelIigible under Hunt $ remark]?
I -
f HUNT: Yes.

BUCKLEY: Well... .

HUNT: To us that was perfectly understandable. that
ran incoming President would want to review ‘what his predecessors
had done. . ,

BUCKLEY: Uh- huh

5

}

1
il
» .'ﬁ

”ou,ADPEQV'

HUNT'~ Evidently the political decision was made to w;‘-‘

HUNT' Kennedy actually knew. of course. what we were,_ﬁy

v

HUNT: There was no 1nttmat1on from then. and certain?y‘
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lno 1nference on our'-- on our part “that’ there would ‘be a drawing
- jaway from the overall commitment, which was to overthrow Castro
- jand regain Cuba for the free wor]d

ci1d BUCKLEY: Right. Now, the -- Senator Kennedy has
sa so e . ) . . ’

" HUNT: Senator Edward Kennedy?

BUCKLEY: Yes. I'm sorry. Edward Kennedy has said
apropos of the situation that only ~- only an armed invasion
would have pursuaded -- or, would have succeeded in causing
iCastro to be overthrown. Now, I take it everybody agrees that
‘that was the case when Castro first took power. He -- he --

-he was very popular at that point. 'To what extent was the intellt
igence reckoning about -- on the Bay of Pigs dependent on a_view
.0of a transformed attitude towards Castro by the Cuban people?

:Did you proceed -- and I'd like for Mr. Lazo also to comment

’on this -- did you proceed on the assumption that people whose
mission it was to overthrow Castro would be universally we1comeu7

of the Cuban people. This is not to say that we viewed the --
the Cuban citizenry under Castro as a military asset to ourselves.
We viewed them as probably being responsive to early indications
of victory and of overwhelming force that we intended to show.
Again, I should bring out that our -~ that the New Frontier
did dilute our original plans. It was to be -- instead of an
armed airborne envelopment of the -- of the central city in
'Cuba, this was minimized, apparently by Dean Rusk,

_ N I bring out a number of these points in a forthcoming :
C book which I've written on the subject called -"Give Us This .
:‘Dayﬁ“and 1t 's subtitled "CIA and the Bay of Pigs Invasion.ﬁ!% :

QBUCKLEY~ And 1t detai1 u- it details these chenges

!1.

| f'ﬁ HUNT' - It details these changes. ye&
AR 7ff BUCKLEY In planning‘- Uh huh,”
Y \A.HUNT. That's correct. '

‘ g,‘ab0ut the. attitude of the- Cuban people in April of 1962 i b

o » - . P i f

*. © 'LAZO: 1 hope that you won't think that this 1s a
gression, but may I go back a 11tt1e bit.o. O N

v i X e P .;r )

. BUCKLEY: Sure, Sure.

LAZO; ...and tell you about my -= how I met Bernard
Barker. who is one of the group .e the Watergate group... o

- BUCKLEY:, Sure.‘;;
/.LAZO:
. BUCKLEY: Sure.::
S LAZod May 1 -- may 1 do that?
’ ~BUCKLEY’ of course.f?_"‘

i [

' LAZO: % has aring on this. Barker was brou ht

canitan el d TSI T

HUNT. Not universa]ly, no. But certainly‘by a majority“

Y

BUCKLEY: Well, Mr, Lazo, what -- what is your comment fﬁlii

I 'A: t ..:"i‘
: .-:;_ to my Off‘!‘g\fedslg‘c?rrételeas%‘; 001 on rh]CIXaR'I‘DPIT; 00%321&(?00"?30017%86‘1’/ 9&tta‘:he o
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© - of the American embéssy;mﬁw?éiTaﬁfﬁgﬁga“ColoﬁETfﬁdzz Grant,
.. -His problem was that he had done security work to protect Mrs
Truman and Margaret Truman on a visit they had ‘made to Cuba,,

’IH;BQCKLEY:.ﬁAS “- as-a Cuban'éit1zéh;7§§tkﬁfjﬁd‘

-
,'iig L LAzos He was an American c1f1zen. E P
l;» }  BUCKLEY: American citizen. ”-f"?t. i :' }
f o LAZO: . But the.Cuban == the Cubans ==. he §poké pefféé
~ {Spanish; he was born in Cuba, I believe.: And the Cubans asked:
~{him 1f he would head a group to:give the security to the -- % _
Mrs. Truman and Margaret Truman. He was glad to do that. That's.
not; done in the way that you would normally think.. For instan
they didn't -~ he didn't =-"they don't follow 'em around in ..
@ patrol car.or anything like that. . The way they do that is .
that they assign Cuban secret servicemen to the various dives' |
- 1and places in Havana, which was a city of a million people, . |
where the underworld gathered,: - ; B T B e A 1
,:’.'g-;l.z(h gt T

1
T

. ' . ; . B S S RSN S T

foCr0i . BUCKLEY:  Uh=huh, - eyl RTINS

N ; . o . : e
oo LAZO: These people are disguised. Sometimes they i
feign intoxication, although the Cubans don't drink very much,

And they keep their eyes open and their ears open, and if,theny

- ,See anything suspicious or hear anything, they follow 'em and il

. .- -they do plenty of bugging of telephones. And that goes on for'
i~ ifor. a week or ten days.... - . . = e g

a1 . o
A .

?
|

i

R Barker was the head of this Cuban group, you see. .

.~ But in taking this job he had signed a police form which was -
- 'handed to him, and it turned out that this police form contained
_-'a «- an oath' of allegiance to Cuba. And somebody heard about
.~ ;that, some kid in the embassy heard about it 'and reported it |
~ ‘to Washington, and then they took away his citizenship. And. ;
~ .Colonel Grant, when .he brought Barker to me, said, "Mario," :

ihe said,. "this fellow has had a wonderful war record, was a :
jcaptain in the American Air Force. He was the first fellow s
‘to volunteer from Cuba., He had something 1ike twelve missions |-
- ‘over Germany. He was shot down. He was in prison there. And ‘9

. L wish you'd help him. Everybody admires him." So of course '«

- i1 did help him. And that was arranged. L

[EEE A . Now, the second thing that happened was a 1ittle more :
. dramatic. This was in early 1960 after Castro had been in power|
.about a year. Barker:came to me one time, distraught and nervou
and his problem then was that he had had hiding in his house
~.one of his closest friends who had been doing counterrevolutionat
work and had been there a couple of weeks and finally had decide
to make a move and got caught. And under the. pressure of torturi
-he'd confessed where he was. - And Barker had wisely arranged :
to call his wife every two hours from a pay station in Havana -
“to  a grocery store near their house in the suburbs. He had
:a daughter, a little girl by the name of Maria Elena, Helen, . |7,
..~ ishe was about ten years old, And they had one faithful servant,|-
~+. - {And he thought I could get him out because we represented a R
.. 'couple of the American airlines. He's a very intelligent fellow. |
.~ ,But he was, as I say, distraught; he wasn't thinking very straight,
.0f course.to harbor a so-called "criminal® was a capital offense,
/too. So Barker was in danger of being killed. ‘ ,

o So I told him exactly what you would have told him. |
I said, "Bernard, what you do now.is. you call up your wife and -
you tell her not to admit under any circumstances that this -~
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- fellow has been in your. house Tn the Tast six months. | He knows :

.- what your house looks like, 'cause he's been there;- but he hasn't |
. ‘been there for six months. And tell that little girl of yours .

.- jto say the same thing and your servant to say the same thing, .

.~ |and never deviate from that. And I'11 do what I can to get

S ithis boy to change his story before he dies.”

: So in those days they permitted one member of the

‘- {family to see somebody who was about to be executed. In this

. 'lcase, it was this boy's sister. A very attractive girl, about =<

“--1Cuban girl, about twenty-five, typical Cuban girl with -- with

“|pale, pallid white skin, ebony black hair, flashing eyes, long

.- |eyelashes, high spirited girl. And I went to see her and I

“isaid, "Will you help my friend?" And she said, "Of course.

- 1Your friend did everything he could to save my brother. Now

" Iwe have to try to save him." And I arranged for a launch to

- {go across the bay to Cabanios [?] Fortress to see the execution.

.. |And .as. the priest was moving away and the squad was getting

-.‘ready to fire, this fellow began screaming, in Span1sh of course:

-+ |he said, "One more thing., "1 want to say that I haven't been

o lin Bernard Barker's house in six months." And he kept on repeating :

~-.ithat until they shot him. But he was a very nice-looking fel]ow

.-jand they didn't want to shoot him. As a matter of fact, only
one bullet hit him. And he slumped down. Two men went up and:

1ifted him and strapped him up on the post. And then the man

in charge of the squad told them that if they didn't shoot him

r“g?ey would be courtmartialed, and they shot him; they kil]ed
: m.

e e e S _ S— T — - Lo

i . And two days 1ater we sprung Bernard Barker. Then
.. |he came to my office and he said, "I want you to tell me what
=1 can do to help bring down the monster who murdered my best

2 thim to the CIA agent there. And that's the way he started working Ffo
. .|for -the CIA. : [

BUCKLEY: But let me ask you this, then... "_ ‘?i:
LAZO:" Yes.

e R e e -

“:la terminology that is justified by -- by a rather dangerous S
- luse of the Taw? o
’J:‘ 1

P

S
BUCKLEY: ...Mr. Lazo. Aren't -- aren't you using | " |
|

LAZO: By what?

e o

e A

LR R

is

) BUCKLEY: By a rather dangerous use of the law, [

.j”thorough1y sympathize with your and Barker's, let alone the

. ..‘dead man's, ambition to remove Castro. But I don't understand,

~ ireally, that we -- that we can persuasively challenge the right

0f a country, however tyrannical its leader, to attempt to kill
counterrevolutionaries, It's -- if -« {f -~ if the ambition

of -- of -- of Barker, or of Hunt, let's say, working in Cuba,

- !is to overthrow Castro, I should think if Castro finds out about

14t he's got a right to shoot you. Now, that isn't murder.

{You -as a lawyer would know that. It's not murder.

4

G PTG

i LAZ0: Just a second. Just a second. I'm surprised
"' -.ithat a man of your intelligence should be talking the way you're

& 'talking. Fidel Castro has killed -- murdered -- twenty-five ,
- .thousand boys and men whose only crime was that they clung to
?j)their democratic ideals; they were against communism,

A BUCKLEY: No,' I «a I'm on your side, and 1 hope they
S5 'wing but 1 say {f they get caught at 1t, they're going to be-
‘,.“executed and this 1sn t... S

: !
— e e v e pan e e e e n e e apeeseit g6
i g et e oo i g

I iy Z ;“ 1
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" LAZO: That's rsght.'W"'“””“”'”"”'”"W””

chet : BUCKLEY: ...this 1sn't murder under any 1aw 1 know :
‘abqut, ' ‘ : , R e

_ LAZOf If they get caught at 1t they get executed.,,;.

ol BUCKLEY: I -- 4F King George had caught George Washing-
Q:j,ton, he'd have hung h1m. R _ T

o LAzo-- Yes.

i ] BUCKLEY: And this -« this - this wouId have been"
t,someth'ng that you and 1 woqu have regretted...,f:~

L LAZO‘ Sure.

P BUCKLEY ...but it is not" something that would have
L been 111egal under any known. code.

No. I'm not saying...j>

Tl ‘rf you'd ‘been 11ving
”ﬁeorge Wasbington s time you would have done everthing‘possib‘
relp him escape, ‘ R &

fBUCKLEY. Sure.§ i ?"

i

gfLAzo~' Well, that's what 1 did.

N . HUNT: ~May I suggest this? -- that -- that Kfng --
.King George was a constitutional monarch, or at least he was .|

‘a recognized monarch; he overthrew nobody to achieve his position*n
‘ lin Great Britain. Castro, on the ‘other hand... - :

. W“{’” v BUCKLEY: In the first place, his. ancestors did.; R
_,In the second place, Castro was recognized at the time we're ",
.1talking about by every country in the wor1d.‘1nc1ud1ng the United

L States... » ‘ o .
f;hvi;wtt “WUNT: That's correct. f'g'?*}”~;‘:} |
o BUCKLEY: " ...as. the 1egit1mate 1eader...i7f'¥

S ' HUNT: However, a large segment. of the Cuban- popu1at10ni’
: d1d not recognize him as their Teader, . - :

BN |

BUCKLEY: No, but that's -- that s their r1sk. You dw

: g.you can always appeal sub specie eternitatis .and say, "Sic semperif

ityrannis" and try to put a bullet hole in the tyrant's heart, ' :

and I hope that the aim is sure. But I think that Mr. Lazo .

is confusing people by using the terminology of "murdered," '

. i"sp-called '‘criminal'" -« he wasn' t a so-called "criminal “q
' A;he was a criminal...;». Lo L e v :

_ LAZO They don t consider... hf;;{;:l
- BucKLEv‘_;...by Cuban 1aw.. |

| LAZO" bt murder., The Cubans don t consider 1e

Vo murder,

.'BUCKLEY. I know. I know

- ‘ADW@VedFQLBsb' '
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: 'And that single obJective 1s to do what he can: for liberty as"“~
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- LAZO Yes. »7“.“' .
. BUCKLEY' Because...

-~ LAZO: They have one rule of morality' anything that

; 3advances the conquest of the world by the communist empire is
good. You can lie, you can steal, you can kill., Killing is
. |not murder to them; it's a good thing, It's not what we consider

murder; I go along with you on that. Anything that hinders

|them is bad. . That's the only. ..

BUCKLEY: I agree with you. But, look, if you --

- |{1f you had taken the case of the man who you saw executed to
% [the International Council of Jurjists, you could not have made

a case that they would have heard... -
LAZO: No. ‘
BUCKLEY: .because if -- if in fact he was engaged,

land you have vo1unteered the information that he was -- engaged
1in counterrevolutionary activity and the crime for that was :
‘capital and he received a capital sentence, that -- tﬁat Seen

in my opinion, twenty-five thousand men and boys whose only
crime was that they clung to their democratic ideals -- taught

. {by the United States, don' t forget that. And if you had a -- .
- la Castro in charge --.the head -- chief of state of this country,

relatively and in proport1on to population he would have killed
five hundred and sixty-five thousand Americans. And that's

- “ljust the killing. Now, how 'bout the people in prison, the
.Q._Jpolitical prisoners? ;

BUCKLEY Yes, %f'you -~ look, let's not waste any

f] time in your trying to persuade me that Castro is an evil man,
- |because I agree with you. ©'I think he's probably as thorough

a tyrant as the twentieth century has -- has produced, as =--

- las thorough in his own scale. But we're talking about somethinge."i?
‘lelse.” We're talking about the United States, its intelligence

arm, the risks it takes, the bearing of an experience in that

|kind of affair on domestic 1ife., And 1t may very well be that .
_teomebody like Barker -- it's eas{er to talk about Barker than

. .- jabout Howard Hunt because we're talking about somebody who isn‘t
" ihere =-- i1t may be that Barker is totally seized, as the result
eof his experience in Cuba... _ L

LAZO: Totally what? 3
BUCKLEY: Tota!ly seized'-- with a singlé“objectféé.’”

':A,"he understands it..

-
-
.
.
;?-
-
oo
g"f.
}“' 2

' .

A’“*m fi:  LAZO:  Well, let's say == you're coming to &- to watef

3 2

,.LAZO _And for the United States...vv,¥~;é"e f_ |
BUCKLEY: Right. ;: }g- 1 j~',1',,}‘3.élf.>? :
: LAZO: - And against the communists, yes.

P -~ BUCKLEY: Right Yes, but in -« but in the course of
applying that kind of 11cense to activities he tripped against
‘an American law and as a result of that has pleaded gui!ty.
Now. what is your attitude towards Barker... LI :

}

gate now, right? You want me to speak about the... . - Lok {;
" Approved For Release 2001/08/07 G- RDP77 00432R00010007ooo1-9 .

B o LAZO I'm not talking about legal techno]@gy -- tech --ﬁl{ﬁﬁ’
details. I'm talking about the fact that Castro has murdered, A
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«u‘ﬂfiﬁ[ﬁi:{,BUCkLEY: Well,'can'he ahi;(fspeak‘abou§5Watefgaté?
. 4;hout_v§oiating our code? o Lo, e i e 0

|
Lt

B S

00 _back..

A . . L : . ) 'rl‘.;.,”l.*z:, AR BN ‘ Comn

ﬁ;HUNfi. .;;a step-Bgf§re ypd,doffhﬁf? {'”‘

" BUCKLEY: * Sure. o o o
| "~ HUNT: You had asked me about the failure of intelligenc
‘and whether or not,CIA had expected a popular upri;jpg.vin effegt

. ' K . 4
" " BUCKLEY: Yes. -

.

R " HUNT: Or whether the administration had. I have "
“~ la 14st. here of four recommendations that I made well before -
2|1 joined the project, based on my personal assessment of the -
- s;tuation in Cuba. Now, I made this in 1959, and I will 1list
- 'them, SRR ' R o
‘. 5 {.

TS i‘Thg f1r§tsrecomm§ndatton'1 ﬁéde-wés finaﬁdibﬂejdue 
" ito network technical difficulty] to destroy the Cuban radio '
and television transmitters before or coincident with the Cubani
“ The third was to destroy the island's microwave relay system

" Just before the invasion begins. And the fourth: discard any
ithought of a ‘popular uprising against Castro until the issue :
2f§has;a1ready been militarily decided, ~- " . - .
ot BUCKLEY: [And‘y0uq“pointjjsg+fgwhat2',That:histqry'

: béaﬁs?you;out?‘u?-"w_' S e T T A T TR

POATEOR T e ARty i

{7 HUNT: ' My point is simply that we did not at any time
Qexpect a popular uprising. Wetexpected acceptance,of our troops
f Q?ytg~;ﬁsuéxLev:7[we11.,tqi;jwas}1959;”]ca;trbjwas;st111fp$p&"?
3“‘5"f§~ﬁﬁ? BT B I T N

(N o
“;ﬂ JHUNT: ', He was

I

{

1 -
i e HEN

sti11 popular, ‘yes.

[

4 g
U BUCKLEY: But he was draﬁ?gfcﬁﬁ]jﬁTes§5ﬁ9pnlﬁﬁﬂfn

' weigho

. HUNT: In '61, yes. o
LAZO: May I Spea“k.v a“b.o'u«t.'f,’,
" BUCKLEY: Yes. S

. ' LAZO: ...the Watergate and Bernard Barker, and my ¢
Miami friends and -- to understand Watergate, you've got to
understand, in the first place, the Bay of Pigs. We've been

. “talking about that. And you've got to understand the conditions

_4n Cuba at the time of the election here in order to understand:

, ‘why these people went into the -- went into Watergate. And . |.

1 want. to just -- let me go back to the Bay of Pigs just for =
a second. . : _ " P

\
: The Bay of Pigs"wds a struggle that took place in i
‘Washington, not in Cuba. It was a struggle between the liberal |.
‘presidential advisers on the one hand and the conservative CIA |
-and the Pentagon on the other. 'In between these two groups ~ .y "
‘was the new President, who had never been accused of lacking = .
‘either intelligence or courage, but he sided with his liberal = |-
“advisers., And the key point in this invasion was the destructio
. of Castro's tiny air force on the ground before the invaders . -}

T
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" ihit the beaches. This was to be done by three air strikes of

- 'sixteen planes each coming from Nicaragua to the south coast ,
4 |of Cuba. Forty-eight sorties minimum. They knew where Castro's| | . -
% 'E‘ﬁ%ﬁs He;e. These were being watched by American reconnaissancé, - .
5. ; y e U-2, . . . - ) ; i

:  What happened was this. The first strike of sixteen . :
planes was cut in half by orders from the White House. The _ | R
second strike was cancelled entirely. The third strike, after |

|1t was too late to call off the invasion, was cancelled entirely. :
So that instead of having forty-eight sorties minimum, you had

eight. And they destroyed almost all of Castro's air force
-lon the ground, but Castro was left with three jets, two Sea .
. .|Furies, and they commanded the skies. The Cuban freedom fighters
~.|were flying from Nicaragua three and half hours to the beachhead
and they had-twenty minutes or thirty minutes over the target
-|and then three and a half hours back., I thought of that yesterday
‘when T"flew from Hartford here. Seven hours to be over the
target for thirty minutes at the most. And Castro's jets, which -
. |were fueling nearby, flew in -- two -~ two at the same time
jand ---and -- and slaughtered them. \§ ’

. ’ . 1}
’ BUCKLEY: What does” this have to do with Barker?

LAZO: It has a great deal to do with Barker, because
- ‘Barker was one of the high-level men in the invasion, and he
saw this thing happen by orders, decisions for disaster, taken
~iin Washington, and he was -- I don't know what the word is --
~labsolutely humiliated by what happened. He can never forget
ithis. Barker is a great patriot from the point of view of the
~:United States, but he loves Cuba too. And he saw that Cuba -
~+had been betrayed; I use the word deliberately. The Cuban brigade
on the beach was betrayed. They had been told that they would . . [ .
have continuing supplies to the beach. They never got any supplies |
{The Castro jets sank two of the five ships. They -- they destroy- .-
-7 1ed half of the Cuban planes, the free... - )

o - BUCKLEY: But what -- what -- we're not here to talk
. labout the Bay of Pigs, really, except insofar as it bears on
. .jeurrent proceedings. After all, we can talk about Waterloo
. |or We can... :
| LAZO: A1l right. o
BUCKLEY: ...talk about Gettysburg...
LAZO: May I -- may I just say... ‘ )
BUCKLEY: ...and dissect the military and the state,
~LAZO: " Yes. A1l right. But.,. .
" BUCKLEY: But go on and tell me what all this has

<to do - let's Simply accept that the military handling of the ::
Bay of Pigs was catastrophic; everybody knows that., Now, what - :

?does this...

HUNT: Military?

BUCKLEY: ...have to do with Barker?
- HUNT: Political handling.

!

|

!
P
R

N
.

R BUCKLEY: Militéfy_and political, right. Ye#. "They

- :often go.-hand in hand. Now, what does 1t have to do with --

.. ,with Barker, since we've been licensed to discuss... DS
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LAZO: Yes. I'11 tell you what it has...
BUCKLEY: ...his relationship to Watergate?

E . LAZ0: Here's what it has to do with Barker. But S
.o |{let's -<"Tet's come now to November of Tast year, at the time
~o-1of the election. Now we know about the Bay of Pigs.and we know
thow Barker felt about that. We also have to know something ’
about conditions in Cuba last November. You don't know much
about that, because the attention of .the Americans was -~ is
focussed on Southeast Asia. Cuba's not in the news. But Castro
is now facing the greatest crisis that he's ever faced. And =
L evgrythdng's.gotng.against him. ’His regime 1s coming to an -
e n . * ) . ' . ) ’

. To understand this you must remember that when he
~.-jcame to power the Cubans were among the better-fed people of
‘|the world, That's not Lazo speaking; that's the Department

."fi; of Agriculture in Washington. And today everything 1s rationed -

‘1  f£heff petroleum from the Black Sea. '

. butter, bread, sugar, tobacco, everything is rationed except .
~i"Hate America" propaganda, "Hate Nixon" propaganda; tHat's the
. jonly thing that's not ratfioned. Every hour of the day the control-
led radio pours out. hatred for the United States. ', A .
S Now, Castro knows -- T must mention the sugar crop.
-1 Two _or three years ago he promised the Cubans a ten million
- 1dollar -~ a ten million ton crop. Actually, the crop last yeor
- (was four million, which.is what Cuba made. fifty years ago, and > .
.. |four million in spite of the fact that he used the entire country\
- ito -- to harvest it. We used to harvest... _
BUCKLEY: He confessed his failure. As a matter of
fact, he offered to resign. From time to time, he does. You

56 go‘ahead. We know«about_thg'failure of Castrofsmi.s .
© " LAZO: Yes. P o

s

. BUCKLEY: But go ahead now and feIate;that. please, ;5
‘{to American policy. o ‘ ‘

P - LAZO: -Yes.. Well, .the point ¥s: that this year he'11fﬂ |
.probably make about three ‘and a half million tons. And that's o
" their money crop. ‘That‘sfthe way they:getuthgir money‘to(imﬁort )

} ‘ !things.
ibl :‘;.ié
Lo

i

# te caStrO.knuwsﬁthat his thy:hﬂpe;ts4tb,be,recognfzéd.}
by the United States. A I o
EE A

O T LT R s
.. BUCKLEY: Why? .

i
I
i
|
I
]

| o .
) N = o b -

bl . LAZO:  And,.. o
Lol .

1

:i ) v
. = i

.7 BUCKLEY: Because we would give foreign aid, you mean?! =

i
LA

'
3

’fhji‘the spare parts, the equipment and everything else that - - |.
‘the Soviet bloc has been unable to supply.. AR e

LAZO: No. Because the United States wbﬁld»thén.subpj%
BUCKLEY: Why has the Soviet bloc been unable to supg13'

.:::1t?. Caﬁ*t they get it from us?
ch ; L

LAZO: For one reason, ft's too far away. They get
B U I ,\f.vAlé“‘.::;.ﬂ L

-

©BUCKLEY: Why fs that too far?. ..o i
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LAZO: Tmm?

1" BUCKLEY: Why s that too far? You just go on a .couple:
1:day.‘s‘_‘extg‘a on a steamer. R L S LY

L

"J;{Lf ' 'LAZO:' You ﬁean_ﬁhy fslthe Bfackised~foqifap?'} '

o

A

,ﬁlBUCKL;Y:‘ Ygs. --j | T’ : { i. > " H _Yﬁu
CLOLAZO: Well, it's pretty far-compared td_VénQZue1a.§{v

i ﬁjfz,f§fBUCKLEY:' 1 mean if the Soviet Union desfre;.tdfsupp]y;,
o ubay diean, oo e e
E .- LAZO: Well, it's not doing it very well. W
o ‘  BUCKLEY: Well, then it decided it doesn't want to.
~,|It's a political point, right? ’

[Confusidn of voices.] :

17 "LAZO: The Soviets don't do anything very #well. And
they're not doing this very well. B ,

]

: "BUCKLEY: They manage their propaganda p;etty effective-
.y, ' :

LAZO: Except the propaganda. They do that very well, ‘»A"h

i However, here is Castro in November, 1972, knowing
'that he's through, that he has to die. And his one chance of
isurviving is to get recognition and help from the United States.
‘He can't get that from the Republicans: His one chance was ' B SR

.. |to get 1t from the Democrats, from McGovern, Ted Kennedy, Fulbright,!

a1l these fellows that are in favor of doing business with Castro,

] : BUCKLEY: Why couldn't he count on Nixon? After all,
who would have thought that the Red Chinese could count on Nixon?

,LAZO:' Why couldn't he count on Nixon?

: BUCKLEY: Sure. If Nixon turned around and recognized
|Cuba tomorrow, it would hardly begin to occupy as much acreage

gf the front page as what he did to China last year, which made . :-
im a hero, ’ ' ' . RS

o  LAZO: Mr, Buckley, let me say that I may disagree -
=7 iwith you on one thing. I consider Nixon to be a genuine anti- .
~jcommunist, And the fact that he has travelled to Moscow and - .-
- Peking has simply nothing to do with Cuba, RN
~ | BUCKLEY: Why shouldn't he travel to Havana? -
~ BUCKLEY: ﬁhy'shouidn't he travel to Havana? -
LAZO: This is a different thing entirely, .

BUCKLEY: Why?

]

i
!
1
1
|
1
i
]
i
]

. " LAZO: Because these are -- because the other countries.
.. . are great countries. Russia has your population., " The Soviets . |-
" hdve a quarter=[s1c]q.,j el ?f“gfj”ﬁ} et e
SEL BUCKLEY: -Our popuﬁation;f} o
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i L LAZO' wel1, the size -- two -hundred million...'t'”'y”"m
BUCKLEY._ Now that you' re an American citizen. '

i LAZOs And the Chinese have a quarter of the population
of the world.} o e e

o - . ; 1 v
." e BUCKLEY: In other words, he s afraid of Russia. and,‘
*7Jgt erefore, he has to be courteous ;and. gallant towards ftoos ,y

. i . : e ‘ i.

' *} LAZO That S true...

i
|
[ 1

¥

BUCKLEY.e But ‘Cuba’ s,a smal] country, 'S0 we can bullx

oo LAZO. wesand that s right Cuba s a Small enough
dictator. who is a tiny little country of eight m11110n people,
-~ 'the ‘size of the state of Pennsylvania. There's no reason to
'-w‘think of treating Castro the way you ‘would the ru]ers of Russia
”,;‘and China. T don‘t go along with that. o . .

BUCKLEY. Excuse me.’ RS
LAZO~' It's all right,

: © BUCKLEY: So you can enter 1nto th1s. Mr., Hunt, since [

we re not talking about Watergate., 1Is it your point that beeause
Cuba -- and how would this sound inside the inner -councils, of

CIA == that because Cuba is vulnerable to American pressure -,
4n ‘a 'sense ‘that the Soviet Union is not, therefore it makes '

- sense ‘to take a hard line with Cuba even while we're taking

a -soft Tine towards the Soviet Union?

“ HUNT: Yes, ‘that makes sense-to me. Castro Cuba, %
of course, is a client state .of the Soviet Union., And I think:
it's a matter of record among people who study Latin American gd
affafrs that Castro has been a somewhat less than, sat1sfactory
client of the ‘Soviet Union...

BUCKLEY: Insufficient servility?

,",'

2 HUNT: Insufficient servi]ity. Following the Cuban o [
missile crisis there were a great many .problems., He felt himself

alin a 'sense abandoned by the loss of his ‘Russian military adviserS: b

The Soviet Union itself, of course, is undergoing a time of
xtremendous ‘economic stress. The mere fact that they signed

‘a wheat and corn deal with the United States would indicate
lthat they are having trouble not only fulfilling their internal ;
needs, but this means less for their client $tates, such as A
‘the Arab world, Egypt in particular -- the United Arab Republic da
~and Cuba. Cuba is very small potatoes as far as the Kremlin | -
© '{is concerned... - ; RN I LI

T -
LAZO: Of course it is. _ '
" HUNT: The death of Che Guevara in effect put an end }
to the type of guerrilla activity that Castro had been promising
and promu1gating throughout ‘the hemisphere.~

- ‘ "BUCKLEY:. But now wait a mitnute. .Isn' t this different i
o from what both of you have been really maintaining over the.v;ﬁ; i
‘years? You wrote a book called “Dagger at the Heart"... R B

LAZO: That S right.

i

18
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. BUCKLEY We11, how can a country be small potatoes
_ that 1s a dagger aimed at our heart? If, in fact, the ambition
. 1of the Soviet Union is to rule the world, as both of us think’
- -..|1t to be, how can you say that they consider Cuba to be small
St potatoes? ‘ ) Lo

SR o LAZO: I'M te11 you how. because Cuba is an unsinkab1'ﬁ
: q'aircraft carrier positioned ninety miles from your shores..._ujf'“

BUCKLEY° Well, they're not: sma]l potatoes then,

: LAZO: Not in that respect Sma11 potatoes as far ! |:
|as getting rid of the sawed off dictator, of course. He doesn't] "
mean that. Cuba is a dagger pointed at the heart, It's..; il
. ' -
BUCKLEY: Well, then, why wouldn't the Soviet Union'
be prepared to make maximum sacrifices, as indeed it has done?
I've seen the estimate of a m111ion do]lars per day.. Is that
’ unreasonable? . o

EERUS

HUNT. Not unreasonab1e; no.. ,"‘ L
' BUCKLEY' Okay. A m11110n dollars a day is not somethlnglfﬁ
':that you afford as a subsidy for a small potato client state. ST

LAZO Well, there...

+

: BUCKLEY If it were situated in mid Africa, or somethingf

11ke that, they probably wouldn't pay a million dollars; they :
~iwouldn't be worth it, But situated where they are now, it is
‘tan important lesion in the Caribbean basin, isn't it?

. - HUNT: It's quiescent. 1It's quiescent at the time. -
~-{0n the other hand, we have no reason to believe that there are

_|not Soviet military emplacements in Cuba in a state of readiness.
-|We don't know. There have been no American or international
observers who have ever gone there,

: BUCKLEY Why doesn't the CIA know?

: HUNT: I would say because of post Bay of Pigs restrict-
o Lions on the degree, the parameters of intelligence activity ,
‘s"directed at the island republic. _ : L

BUCKLEY In other words, an American citizen is not
entitled to rest confident that the CIA knows whether there
' lare, or there are not, massive Soviet offensive weapons buried
‘”1n Cuba? :

HUNT: No, he's not.

LAZO: What was your answer to that?
HUNT: . No, he is not.

; - BUCKLEY: Now, is that -- are you making a technical
N ;aspersion on CIA? . - ’ g _

P HUNT' No, I am simply saying that as in any government S
. 'agency, funds are allocated for certain areas of activity., =

- ..Obviously Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, the entire southeas¢ Asian ;
;" ‘picture has monopolized most of the American military and 1nte11i-;,
2. ,gence budget for a number of years. - ; .

: . BUCKLEY: A11 the people who could predict things
were in South Vietnam last year? _

Ltk 5 vn < g e - T

Approved For Release 2001/08/07 1&IA RDP77 00432R0001000‘§70001-9




”Uu‘{CIA hasn't been hiring very much in recent years.

| HUNT° And the men and the ‘resources avai]able for
xfocusing on Latin American problems accordingly were reduced.
It's been .- . |
cut back. They have had to absorb within their own ranks budgetf

deficiencies. Whenever a new line of activity, support activtty.
develops in another part of the world -- and again I go back

'”i'to Southeast Asia -- the funds have to come from somewhere.

. {They come, generally speaking, from Latin American activities. .
|Certainly U-2 overflights of the island republic have been cut

back. They were, in any case, after the Bay of Pigs turned .

‘lover to the A{r Force. The U-2, which CIA developed and utilized

. .|'so successfully for so many years, was taken out of the agency's:

E hands and: put in the hands of the Adr Force.

‘ " There has been a tendency I think within the entire
| government to do nothing, or if anything is done at all it is
to provide the appearance rather than the substantive action.
And accordingly, I answer your initial question in that sense,

R YITH

~ BUCKLEY: So that 1t isn® t that it cou1dn't;be done..'V
' [ :
HUNT Right. :

BUCKLEY'
of priority.

HUNT: We may not, to my knowledge. And, after all,i
I retired two years ago, two and .a half years ago, from CIA .

‘

It's that we haven't given it that kind

e At that time, I myself was not confident that there
I‘were not missiles or other offensive weapons in Cuba, placed
there by the Soviet Union.

BUCKLEY: We11 1s it . -- when Senator Kennedy says,

"Look, let's, for God sakes, go .
first engineered the consent of
States, on the grounds that not

ahead and recognize Cuba, having !

the Organization of American
to do so, given our current

attitude towards China and the Soviet Union, is ‘anomalous."
I understand you to be saying, don't give in to Kennedy's advice |
because Cuba is having very, <very serious difficulties’, and o
J1f we continue to let natural pressures work against Cuba, 1t
might result in the overthrowing of a despotic government.

‘ LAZO: Not only "might resu1t," it wou1d certainly
iresult, without any question. )

BUCKLEY:
LAZO:

BUCKLEY:

LAZO: . Well, that's a guess, of course, but very SOon, 1
1n my- opinfon. I .think he's very close to the end. The people |
‘are ready to take to the streets. Al1 they need {s some .kind" 2;
of a little sign from the United States that we'd like to see | :

‘them do it, some voice on. the Voice of America. or something A
of that kind, #

By when? By when?
By when? |
Uh-huh

A «u__.
»‘ilAJ" i

4 But Mr. Buckley 1et me -h 1et me 0 back ust a sec d.f
“to watergate. -May*1 do that? e Ay .9 ) J_ : on 4o

-fntjlw "~ BUCKLEY:

e“".

S e

Sure. :fp o “~}mcf~if~=%;lf

And mentionlmy friend Barker?
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et "7ﬁ BUCKLEY:-‘Sure.J  o S ,
" LAZO: I've told you about the Bay'of.Pigs.,.:.'V
. BUCKLEY: You have, yes. . L

o LAZO: ...and I told you how humiliated Barker felt |
about that, ‘having worked at it ‘and having been blamed for it, .
being part of the organization. I've told you about conditions -
(in Cuba, = Then we -come to the election. And there were reports-
before the election. We gotemany reports that money was coming’
fﬁom~Cupaj1nto the McGovern campaign fundi... * .. o0

gt
o

"f‘wyuaiﬁfLAZO; From where?

<oy

=“ &i;BUCKLEYf You had reports from-whom?

P

" BUCKLEY: From whom? Yes. .- -
‘ f&r LAZO: From Cuba.’ Communist"money}ﬁ;?“?}b R
N :fﬁﬁjBUCKLEY:_ From what'peop1e>in:Cuba?iﬁYoq_méﬁn'ffom

friends of yours or what? - IR AL PSR LUV

| % LAZO: Well, I have many sources.., .
" 'BUCKLEY: OFf information. e R
" LAzZO: Many sources. We didn't_have‘broof,-of cour§ef,“

We Just had these reports. If we had proof, it wouldn't have
had to be -investigated. You know that., = S o

S - So there'were these-reports;'.And‘this'group'conducted}'
- “|ih.my opinion, a patriotic, honorable counter-intelligence_opera?~
~ilon. I .asked a friend of mine in Norfolk where I live the other|
" lday if he knew what counter-intelligence meant. And he safd, I
- {"No, what is it?" This quy is a Harvard graduate. ‘

BUCKLEY: No wonder, huh? | | |
[Laughter.] ’ ' - ?4f

LAZO: Well, I safd it's a very risky operation, very
secret, and it's designed to uncover men, women and activities |
.- working against the United States. And, of course, every country{:

~ - 1in the world does it. : S

S

. 'BUCKLEY: Well, if that's true, then the Watergate
‘people were direct instruments of the government -- 1f what

. iyou say is true. I mean, you don't conduct counter-intelligencé-
© .. roperations, sui sponde,_do you? : .

LAZO: Sui what?

* BUCKLEY: Sui sponde, of ybur own decisions.
u.% LAZO: These were very highly trained men. And this

- 'question of finding if communist money is coming to the United
.~ States is a very difficult thing. They wash the money about
-~ usix times. You know what that means, don't you? - =

xa;'f BUCKLEY: ‘Laundered, yes. ; L
REVE - LAZO: They put it through accounts in foreign countri-
L es), gnd so forth. You've got to have very good men to check -
.| -on that, T RER S

e R —ep el e
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They had that report. And that 's one thing...

BUCKLEY: If this is embarrassing, you ought to stop
it. According to the...

; “HUNT: It 3 not embarrassing to me, because it doesn'tg’
yaffect me one way or another. 1 pleaded guilty to six counts,

LAZO Now, another reason they had for going in there
.|=- there'd been, as everybody knows, security leaks, classified
jfnformation. Incidentally, I'm not saying for a second ‘that -
McGovern was in on this, or 0'Brien, Of course not. Nobody :
- |thinks that they are -- they consider themseives to. be patriots, .
. and I think everybody can agree with that., I'm not saying that.

10 7 BUCKLEY: You're saying somebody was im on i1t. Look,'
you: recedived reports saying that communist money is going into;p
. the Democratic organization... _ _ : ‘ . “

Lo ‘ LAZO “Which had" a- nine miilion dol]ar deficit and
' which needed ‘the . money. Yes. o oy

a ' . i

L BUCKLEY' Yes, Right. Right Now, what you ---now.
you're saying. ‘however, 0'Brien and McGovern didn't know about|: |
‘|1t..  But all of a sudden you are crediting those sources;: . You’re(
isaying, I accept the fact that there was communist money in - |
the' Democrat operation, but I m exonerating the top guys of
any knowiedge of it., ‘ P ) ,

. (

" \yl‘.'

LAZO' Yes, 1 am exonerating ‘the top guys.rﬂ
BUCKLEY But ‘what makes you accept that aiiegation?{

IR LAZO: Well, because I think they re above that. sort
~of thing, . ‘ . o a

i BUCKLEY:- Ne, no, no, no, no,'no. ‘What makes you v
:acceﬂt the allegation that, ‘in fact, there was communist money

tin the Democratic operation? . o f/.f

, LAZO: Because, as I say, Castro s regime 1s growingtf-?ﬁ

o to an end. And he knows that the only way he can survive... il

o i BUCKLEY _No, mo, no, no. That. makes.os . ..jﬂ

P N - Sl

- ' LAZO'. ...is to have McGovern as President of the-";' L
' United States. L ‘ SR i

"f . BUCKLEY: ...That makes it plausibiea aut;itidoes‘yi
not vaiidate anYee.. . v(;ljfi'gp R

! 5] LAZO: It makes it 1ogica1
BUCKLEY Yes. '

’;Is

LAZO: Weil, a lawyer deais in iogic.

' BUCKLEY: ' Yes, but it's also 1ogica1 that Nixon shouidvf
haVe gone to China, but he did.. . i _ R ¢
' [Laughter ] '

Well, anyway, 90 ahead This 1$ a hypothesis‘ot yours.

: LAZO: A hypothesis? No, 1t's a conviction from every-.:
thing 1 know. And 1 have. as 1 say, many sources of informatio%.

i
3
i
i

H

i
Ny

o 12 A
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~ " |that, too.

T
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I o So counter- 1nte111gence."seoondiy; trying to find

‘1; ‘out about the security leaks. And then, of course, as you know,

" there were rumors that there were going to be riots at the Repube
lican convention. They would have liked to have known about

, So there're very good reasons for this., And poIitics
is a dirty business. You know that. The Americans all know’

that. McGovern in his campaign accused -~ he compared Nixon

to Hitler on three occasions pub11c1y, the Nixon government

to the Hitler henchmen. And that's the communist line. In

'Cuba today whenever Nixon's name is printed in the government

papers, the way they print it is N-I -~ the swastika -- 0-N.

oo ¥1nd of thing is not a parlor game. ' It's not t1dd1y winks.
iIt's... L

BUCKLEY: No, but here's what I'm try1ng to say,. Mr.
Lazo. Assuming that we accept your hypothesis, then aren't '
:iwe required to accept that the people who crashed Watergate
- |were doing so at the direction of a responsible off1cia1 of
" Ithe United States government?

!
¢

LAZOf Not necessarily. e
BUCKLEY: Why not? |

o LAZO: Because they cou]d have been doing it with,.
lanti- Castro Cuban money. That's possible.

: . BUCKLEY: But counter 1nte111gence operations are
,usual1y done in behalf of a government, aren't they?

' . LAZO: I don't know, and you don t know where ‘the
‘money was coming from.

: j BUCKLEY: You mean it could have been - according
- .I'to this hypothes1s; it could have been a completely Spontaneous

“ |thing?

HUNT:. That's right.

PR . BUCKLEY: 1In the same sense that he spontaneous1y
‘i{acted as.a spy for CIA in Cuba?

" HUNT: That's right. And certa1n1y before the Bay

*. Iconducted their own counter- 1nte11igence operations against - {‘
~lCastro «a against Bati;ta. So you don t need necessarily to.
‘ ‘an.u ' " ot i , . .

| York‘Times., _ , -

HUNT: \...the phrase counter-intelligence with emponmengl

by a, govarnment. per se, 1pso facto., : . : g
; 1 v BUCKLEY It cou1d be Just Spontane0u51y organized.,ﬁ
':; HUNT: " By peopIe ‘who know what they re doing‘ Yes |
.LAzo-- May I say one more thing... ',ﬁf?‘ o

BUCKLEY. Yes. : . o . » . “‘E_Li;-,
_ Approved For Release 2001/08!2%7 CIA- RDP77 00432R0001000?0001 9 RO

That's the communist 1ine. McGqvern was doing that. And this‘t :

o . LAZO: What.l'm trying to say 1§ that this‘was an" b
5honorab1e.,.', ‘ i

of Pigs, a couple of years before, even the pro-Castro partisahs_f

BUCKLEY. I thought3they were working for;the New ;9;-.4 k




'lui'for breaking the Taw, can you?

" |we .get our country back, get Cuba back, I can assure you that

Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100070001-8 ~*. "~ -

LAZO- :...becausewi thithour time is ending. fl‘(.

BUCKLEY ~ Yes.

y '?-j LAZO: I consider that this: group are men of honor*
L they re patriots. I think that instead of being prosecuted
ﬁlthey should be decorated. e i s

L

AN BUCKLEY ~ Now wait a minute., You can t decorate someb(f’
"‘;fi LAZO" Yes, you can. TR RS
BUCKLEY'. Well, give me s recent exampie.‘~e
LAZO: | Well, I'11 give you this exampie, that when' .

gfthe first government of .a free Cuba wiil decorate this group.:wf
) consider that I'm... L o ’

_,BUCKLEY No, 1 can understand that.fslioaniunderstand
. ] I v

LAZO: Yes.

BUCKLEY: Just as, say, de Gaulle undoubtedly decorated
a 1ot of Frenchmen who shot people, other Frenchmen, who were
, coiiaborating with the Nazis. I can understand that. But I .
~'don't understand your taking the position that the American
~'Justice Department is acting perversely in prosecuting people
' who plead guilty to breaking American laws.

- LAZ0: There are some things which rise beyond --
above that: 1love of country. Let me put it this way. 1 feel
ithat I'm in the presence of a great man sitting here, one of
the great men of our time. You know, when we left Cuba, my
wife and I, we left with two dollars. To lose everything that
lyou've made your entire 1ife, at the end of a long life, is
ivery bad. To lose a friend, the way Barker lost his friend,
‘the way this gentleman recently Jost his wife, 1s much worse.
';But when you lose honor, you lose everything. And he hasn't

'“‘iost -~ and these men have not Tost their honor, as far as we

‘believe. And I can assure you that the six hundred and fifty
‘thousand Cubans in this country have the highest regard for

‘them. Don't you be concerned. We're going to he1p you in every
way we can. And you stili have your honor. That's. the important

|

| BUCKLEY: weii, but 1t's only important I think for
you. Mr. Lazo, to acknowledge that, paradoxical though it may
sound the pursuit of honor can require temporal punishment.

L LAZO: .Yes, it can. , )
BUCKLEY: ~But you must disparage necessari1y the people‘
. who mete out that punishment because, in fact, the two do not ~ |}

contradict each other, phi]osophicaiiy. and certainiy not histori-;
‘ca y. :

T In any case, the time is up.‘ Thank you very much, "l
*rng. Lazo. Thank you, Mr. Hunt.: . Co

HUNT Thank you. . , : e
»_BUCthi.w Ladies and gentiemen."Am i e =
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[ KRINDIENST VOWS|
| AIDONWATERGATE

I By WARREN szvx-:n I
1' Special 10 The New York “Times ’

WASHINGTON Jan, 18—-At-
‘torney "General . Richard G.{
Kleindienst promised today that
.the Justice Department and the|
'Federal Bureau of Investigation
would cooperate withithe Sen-
até - investigation of political
éavesdropping . at - the : Demo-
'cratlc National Committee's
Wa.tcrgatc headquarters.

. MF. -, Kleindienst  said _ the

“only reason” for holding back

any records of the. .Govern:

ment's Watergate inquiry woul

‘be the possibility of prejudicing

#4 pending court case or the

fact that the material was un-

reliable and possibly damaging
to {nrocent persons..

¢ Attorney General told
feporters at a breakfast meet-
ing that the investigation  to

be headed: by Senator Sam J.

Ervin Jr., Democrat of North

Carolina, was "probably a good

thing.”

“The judlcml system s not
thd best place to explore all
the- ramifications” of pohtical
espionage and the participants

ho did not necessarily violate
dny Federal law, Mr. Klein-

‘dienst said. -

“+ The Nixon ‘Cabinet . offlcer
acknowledged freely ‘that

information and

. comments about the Waterfate
cagse regularly with the White

Hotise, but he denied that the
. Presxdcnt or any of Mt. Nixon’s

‘aides had attempted -to inter-

fere with the Justice Departa
. ment investigation. . - )

» . ‘A Little Bit fo Concern’ .
- “We don't live in little pros
phylactic sacks,” he said. “I
talk to the people in tho White
talk to me. On
a matter like this, there was a
little hit of concern . . . a cerd
tain npmchcnsxon lcgitlmately,
surfaced.”

During a broad-ranging dls-}
.cussion, Mr. Kleindlenst 81509
. did the foHowmg
* . QReported he - had rccom-l

mended that L. Patrick Gray 3d;

acting director of the I‘odcraf

Burcai of ' Investipation; be'
" given a permancnt appointment’

and .that he did not know why

the President had been delay~:

ing- action on filling the post

for more than two ‘months since
’ the clection, -

~qConceded he had opposed
‘some of the recent chanegs in
_second-echélon Justice Depart-

. .ment- staff, - including the re-

. placement of Solicitor. General
Erwin N. Griswold, made at
the “suggestion” of ‘the White
House, -but that he now sup-
ported all the new’men and
women.

gSaid he intended to remnin
‘s Attorney General until “the
. President _calls me up and

* "says: ‘Cleandish, you can scrve

our coumr ‘better in Wins-

ow,  Arlz. B There have been
perqistent rumors that he would:

leavc office lhh spriug or
Summer. .
GAttributed most cfforts at

political’ espionage, . which heé! .

‘|television spot on- behalf of

'fm: WASHINGTON POST
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“Office of F Edmm&mm S@@maﬁ

f, o

: /By Erlc Wentworth
{ . Washington Post Btalf Writer
1 Rep. Edith Gréen (D-Oré.)
4said ‘yesterday that the US..
i| Office of Education bought it.
Iself a “political headache” last
|June by renewing a public re:
lations contract involving!
Watergnte ﬂgure E. Howard
Hunt J

In a Hnuse floor speech,
Mrs Green said an Office ot
Education contract revie
board approved the renewal at',
its June 21 meecting despite’
knowing of Hunt's -being im-
plicated in the Watergate case,‘
and despite lack of competi-
tive bidding and the absencé
of contract documents. .
The contract with Robert Ri
Mullen and Co., déitingDack to
11969 reportcdly before Hunt
Joined that ‘public relations
firm,’ carrles a cumulative
price tag of neatrly $750,000.
The Mullen firm’s major mis-
sion has been to stimulate
public interest in jduzuung
handicapped children.
- Office of Education officials
recalled that Hunt served, in
effect, as account executive
for the government conttact.
He was instmmental Carly last.
year in securing Julie Nixoti
1Eisenhowet's nppearance in a

the educating-the. handlkapbed

[WASHINGTON POST ?
120 JANUARY 1973

,campaxgn, nt a tiine when he

was also serving as a part-time

| White House consultant.

Mrs. Green, a lonatlme
‘éritic of mismanagement and
waste In the office’s spending!
of grant and contract funds,’
said the apency “has again.
asked for its political head-
‘ache and deserves no sympa-
thy because of ihe irresponsi-
ble manner in which it contin.
ues to spend taxpayers"dollars
in . questionable ways while
school districts are desperate
for funds to continue basie
programs.” |

‘Mrs, Green said Hunt’s
name had been linked with
the Watergate bugging case
the day before the Sole

Source Board—the Office of
ducation panel created tb
creen proposed contracts that

‘had not been subject to com--

pemlvc bids—approved cou-

etmumg the Mullen contract. -

" Indeed, she sald, she. had;

ibeeri informed that Hunt's|

name and the Watergate case

had been discussed at the -

board’s meeting. “It was qug
gested at the meeting,” shcz
continued, “that approval of ;
this sole source contract:
could prove to be an embar-..
.rassment. to the administra.
tion, Nevertheless, the contin-
uing cohtract was funtled,”

i handicapped-educatioh

handlcapped budget.”

On Contmct hw@ﬁwaw H'am&

: Mrs "Green . added that &

fovernment audit on an eaty

lier phase of the contract with'
‘Mullen had challenged certain
costs totaling $34, 472—iricluds
ing excessive costs for produc*
ing a film strip. ‘
| Minutes of the board meet~
ing that day, the Oregon laws
maker said, indicated thé
panel approved continuing théy
Mullen . contract despite the!
absence of a contract proposal,
and related paperwork. Office
of Education files showdt!
Mullen had submitted a Proe]
posal and budget earlier—bub
confirmed this malerlal w{\s
not at the board’s meeting
Cdwin W, Martin, assouuté

ledmmissioner of the Office. o!(:

Eliucation in charge of . its‘

hust
tions that he and others hnd\
tlons that he and other s had,{
been generally pleased . withi]
the quality of the . Muilen -
hrms%ork S SRS IR
-.Martin denied Mrs Grean'i :
further assertion that & fac* v
tor in continuing the contrnc‘ﬂ! :

presumably was Hunts and

Mullen's ‘White, House inflyd

ence “vis-a-vis funds for Oi‘f’ﬁz

T
. «'[.’zj 4

to' deliver the” logs fo-the il
‘eleclion committee heudquarui

" dénounced, to amateurs’ v'vh'é'.
regard
‘patty or candidate as “kind of,

campalgns for any!
a joy-pop.” He voluntcered that
tho national “young Republicait
organizatvorn had often en-
gaged in “a lot of truck stuff”
of that’ kind within lts own,
ranks

- Mr. Kieindienst insisted thcre‘
had been no necessity to name'

‘a spocial prosecutor or a Fed:|
cral commission to -look into‘

the Watergate case and inter-!

party. spying. The: best com-
missiori, he insisted,” Svas the
press,” which nceded only to
avold being-“oversensitive” to
occasiona. . . criticlém © by -its

fdvorite td
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By Lawrénce Meyer
" washiugton Post Staff Writer
" A key provérnment ‘witness
in - the Watergate bugging
frial, Alfred C.” Baldwin 1T,
fostified yosterday that he
c::uld hot remember the name
he put on an envelope contains

ters. Baldwin was questioned:
by Assistant U.S. Attorney;

{Seymour Glanzer.

McCord, along with G. (':‘rm"-’j
don lLiddy, also a former re»
election committee official; g,
.on trial on charges of consplré
acy, burglary and illegal wires
tapping and. eavesdropping

1stemming from the June - 17;3

break-in at the Democratic Nji
tional Committee’s Watergats
ficadquarters. Five other mieff;
including former White Housg
aide E, Howard Hunt Jr., hnv&
pleaded gullty to the chnrgcs
The trial ended its sccond]
week yesterday in U.S. Dis.
trict Court before Chief Judgé

John J. Sirica,
Ordinarily, Baldwin testh

‘Ing logs of illegal wiretaps
jand that hé had no “personal)
iknowledge” of whn mcchd
’thv logs. .

Baldwin's icwtimonv ms
thst public comment ‘under
bath oh the subject, appeared
to eonflict with carlier’ reports
lhnt he could yemember the
‘hames of three White House)
or Nixott. campaign  aides 1o
‘Whom memos deseribing the
‘wiretapped convcrsauons
were addressed, - '

" In court yesterday, Baldwin
deserlbed: how his boss, secu.
rity coordinator for the Com.’
‘mittee for the Tte-election off
the President; .James W, Med

'the Jogs at lcast once a day in;

Johnson Motor Lodge where

ﬂed McCord eame! to pick tp
‘Baldwin’s room in the Howard:

he monitored the telephone;
conversations ini the Demos
cratic headquatrters across the
sireet,

“On one occasion, T delivei‘ .
ed the Togs that covered a two-; .

day period fo the Committed;
for {he Re-clection of the Pres-
ident,” Baldwin sald, explain.}
ihg that MeCotd. “instructed:
me.to take’ the:logd' {o- the:
continittee : /. 1% view ‘of thal -

- fact that he was betngd delayed

in Midmt” oo ,
“The questiony and aﬁsw E

:céﬁ ﬂbﬁ‘/“l 1A% ROBEY 003%9’3&3:%« do ot seeit
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‘ W‘m “émd ‘of.time we'sé talk,
K ing abbut?”i .- 5 -

. ;»- Glanzer:” “Can- yo tell ‘dg:

“what ' Mr, ;:MeCord's, lnsttucc s ‘gent the jury, out of the court.

" room and announced that the

~=Baldwin: '} "Approxlmatelv
- June 8 or7, It was- arWednes-
"..day of that week.” :

o v,,

tlons- were to, yoi and -how - lt

- . “came_sabotit. he . Zave. you : the\

L

lnstructlons?"-‘ .

“Baldiin: “The . instrucuons
"were to take .the logs, place
them inside ;a manila enve-)
JIope, then. staple the envelope;
and over the'staple put Scotch:
“tape,.. He (McCord)  then furu
‘nished. me a name. I wrote the;
‘hame down-on-a plece.of . pa+
‘. per, . later - transcribed ' thatl
name to.the.envelope.” - .- i 4

. Glanzer; ,“As you sit tltere,_

now vdo .you recall. the- name,
-of/.that person or, the namcf

glvert you ‘to.put.on there, it; -

there is such.a person?” . ;
;' Baldwin:.“l do not.”- ..
Glanzer: ‘Do you know oE
Lyour.‘own’ personnl knowledgef
who the logs were. delivcred to}
ultlmatcly?" R
. Baldwin: * No, T.do not o
i Glanzer: “Where did you des.
:lver. the ' logs in N the
envelope?" i
“Baldwin® 41" dellvered then\
to a guard -at'the -Committee:
:for the Re election of the Pres-¢
ldent’ y
‘Baldwlns lesti,m 1y contin-
ucd to’ fonow a published ac-
count of an Ihtetview he gave’
"-to, tHe <Lo§ Angelts. . Times,

wmch nppeared in_ The Wash.
ifigton Post ofi Ocl. B. In. that
interview, : Baldwin - also sald
he could. not: remember to
1w!'mm he had nddresscd the
Gt

Baldwin 1§ rcported to hnve

:{‘osts has learned,
ould remember the names of

-aldes who- received memos de-
scribing. - the. ~ telephone
conversations: White -House
congresslonnl 1laison’ William]

Timmons, and campaign
Mdes Robert- Odle, and ‘Glenn|
Sedam.

Sotifees clo';c to-the Water-
gate investigation: have said
that Baldwin named Odle and
Timmons from memory and
picked out Sedam'’s name from
1a list when interviewed by the|
FBI. All three have denied re-
celving " the * memos. Odle’s
name {3 oh - the prosecution’s
witness list.” No mention has
been made of the-other (wo
men-at the trial.
¢ Prosecutor ~ Glanzer . askcd'

ialdwin if ‘he had "pcrqonul
krivwledpe” of who received
the logs. The phrasing -of the
qucstion "and legal requirve-
meits barred Baldwin from
answering in the affirmative if
any knowledge ‘he had was
SQcond hand.

Baldwin, a 36-year-old for-
mer FBI agent who has been
given immunity from prosecu-
tion' for - his testimony, de:
gerlbed his activities in a flat,
matter-of-fact  tone, without
any sign of emotion-or hesita-
tion wheh asked & questlon by
G\amer. -

“McCord, - Baldwin  sald,
watited him fo monitor “any

© téd the prosecution from al-
lowing any testimony conceii:

told <others, The Washington| .
that- he|

‘three. White House or Nixon|

tonversations involving: politi:

‘eal strategy- and’of & peréonal
nature.. He (Me¢Cord) wanted
all conversations recorded.” -’

-At one point during 'B.‘xld-
Mn’s testimony,: Judge Sirica
interrupted the proceedings,

U.S. Court of Appeals had bar-

4ng the contents of the conver-'
sauons that Baldwln ovai‘-

.Slrica read a brlef ‘érde
from Chief Clrcult Judge Da!
vid. L. Bazelon and . Circuit
Judge' J. Skelly: Wright. Cir.
euit Judge George M, Mac-
Kinnon dissented, saying hé
{would permit the government
io “refer to. the contents in
general terms.”

: Glanzer satd the prosecutlon
wlll - decide- - ‘Monday,
whether it will appeal the de-
blslon '

Sirica yesterday released hls
wﬂtten opinton in- the matter,

. | which :was-overturned by the

appeliate court, The opinion
argues: that the: government!
should not be: limited to the:
“minimum (proof) nccessary
to avold a judgment of acquit..

. {tal”"but .rather should be als
. Funsday, Jan. 23,1973

.
[l
'

By Lawrence Meyer
+ Washington Post Btatf Writer
Saying that “all the facts
have not been developed by ei-i
ther side,” ‘Chief U.S. Distriet-
Judge John J. Sirica inter.

- vened In the questioning of a

key government witness in the
Watergate bugging -trial yes-
terday to:ask him the name of
a person to whom he ad-
dressed logs of illegally tap-
ped telephone conversations.,
The witness, Alfred C. Bald-
win I1], repeated that he could

not: recall the name. During.

subsequent testimony Baldwin
said the person had a first:

.name ‘like alast name and a

“German-sounding last name.”
At one point, Baldwin testi-

fied, he picked out a name .

from an FBI list similar to the
namé of a Nixon campaigh
aide. But that name “wasn’t
picked as being. the person,”
Baldwin said. |

Sirica repeatedly has sald_
that he intends to find out
who else—if anyone—was in-,
volved in the Watergate inci-,
dent. He prefaced his ques.:
tioning of Baldwin by assert-
ing that it was ‘‘perfectly’
proper” and that he was not:
“accusing anybody .of any:
wrongdolng“ by nzklng - thet
questions.

The questioning cr: curred a8
the Watergate tﬂal ntered ite
thitd -week here, .wo former
otticials of the Co/imittee for:

ping and eavesdropping

Flowed 6 "cofroboratd Balds‘
‘win’s assertions that he moni
-toved conversations by pérmit:
‘ting -him to describe what he
theard, ~-"

‘- In his’ tesumony iy;estel"d.‘ay,
‘Baldwin also -said that  about
e énd of ‘May —May 27 td

‘20"~ MeCord went into: the

‘Democrati¢ Party’s Watergate
©offices:one evening. “Mr. Mc-
.Cord appeared in Mr.  Oliver’y
‘office,” Baldwin recalled, de-
:seribing what he said he could
.gee from his-hotel room. “He
bulled the'blihds shut. o

‘In the eaer morning hourﬂ
of June 17, when Washington'
‘policé caught McCord and the

fout’ :men from ' Migml..who!

have pleadcd guilty 't bréak:
{ing nto” the" Demoeratir Head-]
quarters; Baldwin- descrihed

“radioed <4’ “Warhing
over as walkie-talkie chord
had given ‘him! B

you'.réading .this?’ *. Baldwin

the  walkie-talkle .after, he is.
sued :the-warning; Thep -Bald:
win’said the voicé . told him to
stay-In «his tiotel- room-'-
coming up.”

- Moments

sy,

latef. e ‘Bﬂldwlﬁ
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?‘Wltness Can’t Recall
"Who Got Tapped Logs"

o 'the Re-election 'of the Presi’

dent,” James W. McCord Jr.
and G. Gordon Liddy, are on
trial on charges of conspiracy,.
burglary and illegal wlreta‘p
n
connection with the June 17
‘break-in at the- Democratic Na-
tional Committee’s Watergate
headquarters. Five other -men,
consultant E. Howard Hunt
Jr... already have pleaded
guilty'to the charges. -
Baldwin testified Friday,
that ordinarily he tiurned over
to McCord the logs of tele-
photie c¢onversations he moni-
tored in the Democratic Party
headquarters from 4 hotel
across the street. On one ocea-|
sion. Baldwin testified, Mc-
Cord instructed him to put’
.some logs in an envelope, put,
:a name on the front and de-
fivér it to & guard at the re-
elecuon committee  headquar-:

,Asked Friday if he could re-
call the name, Baldwin said he
could not. Asked if he knew,.
of his “own personal knowl-
edge” who got the logs, Bald-:
win said he did not.

Baldwin rettirned to the wlt—
#ess stand yesterday for cross:
examination, Under question-
ing by McCord’s lawyer, Ger-
ald Alech, Baldwin testified
that ‘he was monitoring the
telephone conversations undet
‘the impression -that what hé:

wab doing was fegal. Boldwin |-

K1 farmaf FBI igent who his.

C[A-RDP77-00432R0001 00070001-9

sald ThéeEaW. Hunt, who' h' o
been ‘described by the Miami]

from the Watergate compldy

car., Baldwin sald he also sayd
Liddy come. out, .but.sald. he;
“eouldn’t “be - absolutely - posl-
live” on ‘his identification..of
Liddy. I -didn’t-see them ﬂ)‘ :
gether," Baldwin sald. :
Aftér ‘the two men got Intd &
car ‘and drove away, Baldwii
sald,, & voice. came over th
walkiextalkie . and smd
“sWe're on olir way.! ¥ “Theé}

men-as_thelr leader; emerge] -

and walk hurriedly. toward«ay.

. “Are you readity this? Are'

recalled- a- volice -saying: over|

“rnt

voice. whispet, “¢ *They've™:
* .

pollce?' ”-and" another
|$ay, * ‘What s that?’ # '}

Hunt appeared in Baldwin's

win said, made some phoné
calls and then told Baldwin t6
ppek the electronie equipmen

apd take it to McCord’s house:,

5]
Baldwin - #iny
swered, “whether or no

asked hlm;"

meant that T was oul bf & ot
sabthis polnt,”. . .\ Ll ikl

BF o
.

been glven immunity froff
prosecution to testify, said hé
ad this impression because o%
geveral factors, Including cor
respondence McCord had

shown him with the Federall . |

Communications Commissionj -

and that McCord worked for;

there-election committee.. }
“And wasn’t another one o

the factors,” Alch asked, "yout“

knowledge that yout surven“

.ance was in some way ton}
‘nected with secdrity?”

“Connected with ' securlty’]
and to the people it was going'
to, that is corréct,” Baldwmf
replied.

_Alch has congeded that M
Cord was invélved ‘in bugging
the Demdcratic headquarters;
but asserts that the bugging?-
was legal because It was’ins
tended to find out about possis
ble violence aimed at the re.’
election committee.

After Alch completed hig
cross-examination, Sirica ' ex.
cused the jury and hegan aslﬁ
ing Baldwin questions.
Summarizing Baldwin's eﬂl‘n
lier: testimony about how he
sealed the logs in.an epvelopé,
addressed theq énvelope  an
delivered It 1o the reclectidil)
committee headquartors, Siricd’
asked Baldwin, “What is the
name of the party (to whon] -
the envelope was dddressed)”: 4

“f do not know, you ;
or," Baldwin repued .

1 “When-did ‘yoti-have & | f
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‘of memory as to the namé “of’
that party?” Sirica asked. *

- “The first *interview iwith
the FBI, [ believe, we sent
over several nameg at that
time and we went over several
‘hames thereafter and the only.

| name was given me—the first
'Hame: assumed it, was the
last name,” Baldwin said, :
- “What was the first -name
given you?" Sirica asked. N
- “I used the reference Glenn,
becatise a friend of mine, his,
last name -is ‘Father Glenn”

Baldwin sald, “and I used that;
ds a reference and we tried to)
establish the name of the indi-
vidual,” . .

. Sirica did not pursue the
point but later, under cross-ex:
amination by Liddy’s lawyer,]
Peter Maroulis, Baldwin ex:
panded his explanation, saying
he “wrote the first name;down
as being the last name . ..,

name that I could not spell|
atid. as 1 recall it was a Ger-|

' WASHINGTON STAR
‘_‘J.\QVJanuary .'19’.73
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Five of the Watergate de-
ifendants now have pleaded .
'guilty to conspiracy, burglary -
Land illegal wiretapping and-
gfeavesdropping. !
% That in itsclf Is hardly the*
jsurprise of the year, consid--
Tering  that the last four to’
i-admit guill were caught with -
Atheir trousers at half mast,
- Toven though the five who
‘have admitted their guilt
‘could get prison terms of up
10 55 years; even though they
>have admitted to one of the
"most sordid and serious ‘as-
-saults on our system of free’
clections in this nation's his-
tory.

sions.

2 It is difficult to escape the-
“feeling that these confessions
‘flow- out of a new conspiracy
- to ensure that no trial ever
.becurs  where the American
?eo;t)lle will. learn the whole
_ truth about who ordered the
burglaries, the espionage, that
‘Incredible corruption of our
election processes, .
; -'The tsusplcions )\‘wallo?,dlike
maggots. on an August day,
that the tonfessors are sacri-
“fleing themselves, honorable

3 “to .their understanding that

S you are caught, the sec-
‘tetary will -disavow you,”- so
“that . the public will never
tknow. just how far into gov-
ernment the - rottenness
sreaches, - e,

|, Baldwin also said In talking |

it was justl ‘glven as an anal:|

thing I can recall is when the] {dgy.”

than-sounding name.” " .~
to the FBI he “used an anal-|
ogy” when he suggested thel
name was Glenn. Glehn, Bald-
win said, “was ot the hame;

Maroulis .asked . Baldwin if|
he rémembered telling two|
Los Angeles Times reporters
during an interview that in

Then T was glven the second]-

R-elect the President?”.

one sesslon with the FBI,
‘agents had read names to him
and he had picked ouf the
name “Sedan.” . .

“It wasn't. picked as being
the person,” Baldwin replied.;
“It was one of the.namess
picked that we  pulled: out:
from.a group of names td
think about.” : . . .

“Mr. Baldwin,” “Maroulls
asked,, “did you know at the
time that you made that state-
ment t6 The 'Lps’ Angeles
Times that there wa$ a man’
named Glenn. Sedam who
worked for the: Cammittée to

" had read It In the
‘hewspaper; prior to that I did
not,” Baldwin said.. Maroulis
then turned his questions to
ranother subject. = ’
. In other testimony yester.
day, M. Douglas Caddy, a
|Washington lawyer, testified
that on the morning of 'the.
break-in Hunt called him on
the phone and visited him i
his apartment to arrange to
tetain 2 eriminal . Jawyer
Cdddy also testified that he
Spoke with Liddy in the early:
‘morning hours of June 17,
shortly after police -had -ar-
rested McCotd and four other
men inside the Democratic
Headquarters, and iddy re-
tained Caddy to ° epresent
im in this case.” . B
" Caddy said Hunt had called
him between 3:05 and 3:15

tam,, approximately t h ¢
Same time- that ‘Baldwin 'said|
Hunt made a phone call froni !
Baldwin’s hotel room after
;Baldwin testified he saw Hunt’
and Liddy walking -hurredly’

'their arrest

: CIA-RDP77-00432R000100070001-9 *

From the Watebgate' Hotef" - ]
Caddy’s testimony about' §
iLiddy retaining him as his'
Jawyer was given over Mafs]
ibulis’ obfection that Liddy had
.2 constitutional right to a law-
-yer and thé prdsecution wis
imakihg his . exercise of .that]
,_'é‘iight appear to ‘bé incrimina:}
n ' ’

© Siriea® Interrupted Caddy"é?
testimony to resd an instrubs
Horl to the jury—prepared byt
;ihe‘proSecution——that it was tef
iidraw_no adverse inference”
Arom the fact“that Liddy res
tained a lawyer but that iﬁ
could consider the: time 'and’
‘other circumstances surrounds
‘ing Liddy's action. oy 3§
Caddy sald later that 'he! -}
and another lawyer, Joseph
Rafferty, went to find out about
the five men who were arrested! -
Inside the Walergatd,- Caddy}
said none of the five had con.
tacted him between ii:e time of;
and hig visst 1o the

i¥C. Superior Court an' thé .
jspeond police district. N

FRALIVAL DS I

_ Badly Bungled,

there is’ something dis-'
uiciing abput thelr confes-' |

e—— e e,

v

his wife in a plane crash did

.motivate the guilty tKIea' of E.:

'Howard Hunt Jr,, the former
Central Intelligence Agency
.operative” who was working
.as a White House consultant
and apparently masterminded
the political spying. . :
Maybe
Hunt that he could not unders
‘go a lengthy trial. )
But how do.we understand
those puilty Pleas of “‘the
Miami four’—Bernard L.
Barker, Frank Stirgis, Eu-
genio R. Martinéz and Virgil-
io R. Gonzalea? t
Is it just that they were,
caught red-handed in Demo--
cratic party headquarters at
'about 2:30 a.m. on June 17
"and that they have admilted
guilt on a certain assumption
that any jury would find
them guilty? Well, why did
their lawyer, Henry Rothblatt,
refuse to represent them .in
the guilty plea? What's with
“all this cryptic talk by Roth.
blatt about his ex-clients
“following orders” in *“‘a mil.
itary fashion”? . . . - .
Then there is the spectacle
of Judge John J. Sirica ac-
‘cepting the guilty pleas and
then trying fulilely to pget
““the Miami four” ¢o tell him
the whole nasty truth even

when the four were not under,

oath. -

grief did convince’

‘gave

Y

but More Than Just & Caper

. Maybe the tragic death of’

Barker had wound up with
- $114,000 in his bank account,
but for the life of him he
just couldn't' teli ‘the judge’
}‘:i thing about who gave it.to;
m : -

I don’t believe you,” the.
judge said to Barker, thus,
putting himself -alongside
millions of Americans who,
long ‘ago were convinced that
the money came from Nixon
campaign funds, .
The judge apparently had.
‘read the newspapers and
knew about all the rumors
that higher-up culprits in thié
bit of political ~criminality,
“the Miami four”:
enough money and promises:
to' induce those confessions,
Sirica wondered about al-,
legations that someone was.
still 'aning the four. No, no,;
no, they replied. ’ 1
_ The f'udge then asked them
point-blank whether anyone
suggested, they might get
“‘executive clemency ... or.
commutation of  sentence,”
or to put it less delicately,
whether President Nixon.
would spring them {rom pris-,
on if they kept their mouths
shut and took their medicine,
like loyal but lousy spies. -
. They produced more har.'
“iony than a barbershop quar-'
tet as they chorused, “No,
your honor.” L
It is still too early to régard
this courtroom drama a3 the

!
4

a8, . B

'
A

'great cover-up. Still to Faed)
trial are James W, McC-.rd
Jr., who was $ecurity coord.!
inator of the Committee for.
the Re-election of the Presis
dent at the time of the Wa-,
tergate raid, and G. Gordon,
Liddy, a former official in
the White House and on the
re-election committee, We
‘shall see whether they ever
testify under oath, and how

- zealously * the prosecution:

probes them for the- fulll
truth.” - S
' Then, Judge Sirica has &
tough teputation of handing
out rough sentences, Not only;
will his sentences be watched,
closely, but the media and 4

lIot of other Americans will - B

keep a long eye peering to<
ward the day when the Whité'
House starts fumbling with
the key to the prison. -

» On the surface, the Watery
gate business is such a ludis
crously bungled caper that i

seems a shame to pay 8o’
much attention to the ~bunts
glers. But the hard reality rd?
mains that it was more thav

just a “caper”; it was am; - -
atrocious ekxample of men iy, ‘
“political power seeking to ens .-

‘trefich  themselves
lawlessness dnd obnoxicu

police-state tactics, That /5t
why none of us can afford’{o-

bhmug}\l o

view lightly either the }negk
i

-dent or the remarkable cous
proceedings fiow under walf
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THE WASHINGTON POST

Liddy Indlcate .g
to ‘Others.,

- Dean III, the man President|:

'By anrence Meycr
Wnuhln:wn Post Stafl wmer .

1" 'Pestimony in the Watergate’
fbugging trial yesterday indi-
‘eated that G. Gordon Liddv,

“descrihed by prosecutors as’
the “boss” of the bugging of|

emocratic headquarters, had,:

in . fact, -been reporting to
Mher persons.

Answering . questions from
kbhlet Judge John J. -Sivica,
‘former Nixon .campalgn. treas-:
irer Hugh W. Sloan Jr. re-
 célled a brief conversation:
with Liddy on the morning of
-June 17, only a new hours af.
“tér pollce had" arrcsged five;
;fien inside the Watergate, . -

‘Sloan’ quoted - Liddy, )
was then finance counsel : for
the Committee -for the Re-

;Blection of the President, as
‘ saying to himin a hall at com-
- mittee headquarters:

“My boys were caught ]ast
Aight. I made a mistake by us.
‘ing someone from here, which
1 told them I would never do..
I’m afraid 111 lose my job.”

- Sitiea did not nsk Sloan I’
)le knew who Liddy meant by
‘“them.” Sloan, a prosecution
:witness, was dismissed after:
'defensc lawyers said they had’
‘fo qutestions to ask'him. .
" Farlier, Sloan testified that
‘Pinance chalrman Maurice’
Stans and ‘campaign “director
: John N, Mitchell approved dis-
‘hursements of about $199,000
‘to Liddy. Sloan also ackriowl
eédged for the first time that
he resigned from the. commit-
4ee last July:. because of tho
Watergutc incident.

In addition.to Stoan, the three
‘other Nixon re-election commit-
Aee officials who were- listed as

secution wit testified
yesterday about matters relating
to Liddy and committee security,
director James W. McCord Jr. :

News accounts since the bug-
ging have alleged that the three
knew of the financing of a wider
.esplonage operation against the
‘Democrats. But that operation
_Is not mentioned in the Water-
‘gate indictment, and nonc of the
four was asked any quesﬂons
about it. :
©In other
‘yesterday:

i @ Stoan and.Herbert L. Por-|

ter, scheéduling dircetor for
the re-election  committee,
‘hoth testified that they hnd'
destroyed records that showed'
dishtirsements they had made
to Liddy. :

® Former deputy eampaign
ditector Jeb. Stuart Magruder,
#aid he knew nothing of the il..

legal bupging nctivitles but hej
did glve Liddy potitical intelll.
gence gathering assignments.
Magruder gave only one exam-
‘plé of such an assignment and
vas not asked to give more. -

® Magtuder testified that he
‘hired Liddy for a -legal job

with the re.election committee
.0a the recommendation - of

testimony:

“allocated for Liddy to gather
" information on ' possible vio-|
-lence during the campaign by
‘having persons Infiltrate the

Jation” and' *'virtually scandal-

“ound on-a piece of evidence
-might be those of reselection’
‘committee officials. -In fact,

'had marked the evidence.

‘Cord’s 'activities 48 security
‘director. Odle said . “nothing

mdmd«y, Jan. 24,1978

Nixon later assigned to inves-
tigate the bugging.
® Porter said $100,000 was

Yippies, SDS and*
“radical” groups. -

. “® Principal Aqslstant USA
Attorney Earl J.. Silbert at-
tacked a column by Jack An-
derson for “outrageous specu-

: othér

ouy - reporting” bécause the
colimn suggested that initials

Silbert said, the initials ‘were
those of. thrce FBI agents who

® Robert C. Odle Jr., admin-

fiStratlve director of the: re-|

election  committee,  testified
that McCord had given him
17 memoranda concerning-Me-

wé ever received would indi-

cate” that McCord had set ‘up;

a listening post in the How-
ard Johnson’s Motor Lodge to
monitor phone convemmations
from the Democratic Party’s
Watergate offices across the
'street.

_ Liddy and McCord are on
trial on charges of conspiracy,
burglary and illegal wiretap-
ping and cavesdropping stem-
ming from the June ‘17 break-
in al the Democratic Party
headquarters. Five other per-
sons, including former White
House aide E. Howard Hunt
Jr.. alveady -“have pleaded
guilty to the charges.

Bloan, testifying in answer
to questions by Silbert, said

Sloan had given him earlier..,

White Homsc counsel ', John

he turned over a-total of about
$199,000 {0 Liddy from the

: used for?” Sirica asked.

time, Liddy joined the re-elec-
tion committee until - June
1972: Sloan said that before,

" 'the April 7 effective date of &'

new federal campaign finance.
reporting law, he made a final
‘summary financial statemert’
and tirned it over to Stans.;
Sloan said he “destroyed .the
eash book” -containing actual |
records of disbursements. .
Sloan first gave his account
of his hallway conversation
.with Liddy under questioning
“trom Silbert, and said he did
not know what Liddy was talk:
ing about, e repeated it when
Sirien sent the jury out and
questioned Sloan himself. Thé
judge then asked Sloan how
Liddy was to use the moncy

1 was merely apthorized” to
distribute the money Sloan an:
gwered. T have no ld(‘ﬂ whut
tae purpose was.”

LYou - didn't. uuemun Mty

‘guf committee would be han-

dHe,'

Magruder ‘about the purpose of
the $199,000?" ‘Sirica asked..

; “No, sir. 1 verified with Mr.
Stans and Mr. Mitchell. -‘He
,(Magruder) was' authorized to)
imake those,”. Sloan. replied.
‘When Sirica again asked who
the verified it with, Sloan re
‘plied, “with (former Cobm-
merce) Secretary Stans and Y
didn't directly but he verified
it ‘with Mr. John Mitchell.”

7 “Didn’t  anybody Indlcaté.
what this money was to bé

““No, sir,” Sloan replied
_Sloan is known to have told

frlends that - he “resigned bei
cause—in the words of one—2
“he saw what was going.on™]
‘4t the Committee for the Red
élection of the President after
the . bugging. Investigatoxs’
have said that Sloan cooper-
ated fully in their inquiry and’
that they were convinced l‘led

id not know that. the money;
‘he handed out would be spenb
for undercover activitied
against the Democrats. ,»‘»
© Magruder, who left theé re-
election committee the day af-
ter the election to direct prep-i
arations for 'the President’s;
inaugural, testified that Lxddy
was hired in December, 1971,
to do political, legal and lntel-§
lngence work, In late Decem~
ber, Magruder said, he and
Porter discussed potential]
problems . of violence theyi
might have -aimed at the
dsurrogate  candidates” who
would be ecampaigning for
President Nixon,

Since - the stand-in camll
dates would not have Secret,
Service protection, Magruder’
said, “We felt we had to estab:
lish our own lines of commu-
nication. Magruder said he'
met with Liddy and Porter for
five minutes.and Liddy then
began gathering intelligence.
In January, 1972, Magruder:
said, he gave Liddy an addi,
tional assignient to .find out?}
what  kind of demonstrations;
\were planned for the chubli-
can -colivention,. which was;
then scheduled to' hé-held if.
San Diego. For the' two ptos
jects, Magruder said, Liddy:
:oa(; authorized to spend 3250, 4

Magruder said he .had cmi.'
phasivcd to Liddy that “dcts of-

‘died in a legal and ethical
‘annet.” s

o Asked what informatioﬁ
Liddy had provided about the
_convention from' the $150,000;
intelligence operation, Magru-
-der said Liddy found out that
“instead of the expected: 100,000
idemonstrators, the Republi-
Jeans could except 250.000, For
this reason, in. part, the- o

eportes
* Witness Say

-vention site was changed to
Miamx Magruder said. = . .

"Magruder said . he . nevep
rgave Liddy any intelligence
“ﬁssignment regarding  the}

! Democratic' National Commits] - . :
. jtee or Sen. George McGovcm‘ ot
{. On brief cross. examination.

sby McCord’s lawyer, Magruder
smd McCord “was one of our)
{more -outstanding employes. ",g
leddys lawyer, .Peter Mnr-g
\oulis did ‘not questlon Magr\x-t
jder.
¢ Porter “testified that h
ttnlnud ‘about $35,000 from
Slogn to give to Liddy. Tt was)

.. 'not explained yesterday. why;

;Liddy got Some money- ‘i
»:ectly from Sloan but had- tﬂg
' deal through Porter. for othei‘}

:money. In all, according to.tes< ..

timony yestcrdny Liddy- got!
‘about $232,000. No accountingy.
‘was pgiven as to how that] -
imoney was used by Liddy. Sils] -
!bert has sald the government
ican account for only ubout,
1$50,000 of the total - REEE
b Porter said he “threw away"!
Whe records he had of the dis:)
Ibursemems he made to Liddy’]
‘Porter said he got three pleces
!'of information for the money.
“he gave Liddy, concerning &
““left-wing extremist group in
iNew Hampshire,” “a right.
‘wing exiremist group in Mi
ami” and a “heavy potential
problem in San Diego.” 1 B

Neither Liddy’s lawyer. nor S

l'\'/lcCord’s cross -examined Por-
er. :
I Odle was the first of the ret
election committee officials to
testify. Odle said one of Me-
Cord’s jobs, as sccurity direc-|
tor or the committec was “to,
be conecerned with threats of
violence apainst the buildings
in which the  committee wag
housed.”’ McCord made -re-
ports on -possible violence t(i
him, Odle said,

Sevénteen memos from Mc~
Cord to Odle, including thé
‘May 30 one, were introduced
in evidence yesterday by Me-
Cord's -attorney. W is not
known whether the 17 memos:
were the only ones that Me:
Cord sent to Odle. Most of thg
memos  simply  summarizé:

- Inéwn reports of demonstrig -

tiong, Bombings and uther ineld
Bents of violence.:

., One refers to the 'I“chtagoﬁ ’
ombing of May,.1072. it say§
hat the homh was apparehtly
“'packed into .4 wall" cavity bed

‘hind 4 smalt steel door?in the, - .

Pentagon wnshu oom . -stalls;
‘Such dbors - coinmittcd
'reslronms hnve becn sealed”] .
McCord snid in the mema: - -
"Another memo dated, Dec)
3 1971, calls for: the cdnu‘oj
5t accoss Lo, the offices of th
“iCommittee for the Re-election|

B@P77-00432R000100070001 -9
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1 et President, "0 ey T

‘dated May 30—five days’ after
the wiretap and dealing with
" Yietnam Veterans Against the
_iWar—hepan with the phrase
‘A" ' confidential source’ of
Rriown reliability has advised:
. "—The phrasc is alnost
fdentical to one that Alfred C.
Baldwin 11I testified was used
. |by. McCord in, identifying the.
source’ of wiretapped conver-
- |gations. Investigators, . how-
ever, say they .are convinced:
the ‘information did not come:

Y
from overhearing =w|retqppgd‘
conversations. = . - *‘
. In -his" testimony Monday,

ember the name: of the pet-
-gon “to ‘whom he once ad:
dressed a package containing
memos of wirctapped conver:
;sations, and that he ‘did " not
“know from his “own personal
;knowledgc" who recelved oth-
“er memos containing informa:
Yfon from thé wiretaps. :
 Barfier, The Washington
Post reporfed - that Baldwin
had told the FBI he saw me:
mos of wirctapped conversa-
tions addressed on at least
Sie occasion to William Tim:
mons; speclal’ assistant’ to
Prestdent Nixon for congres
glonal relations, and to Odle:’
T Following Baldwin’s testi
mony on Monday, .investiga-
{ors said that the FBI's report
of Baldwin's original staie
ments was unclear and had,
in fact, referred to memos to
Timmons and Odle which were
not based on information ob-

" .One of the memos o _Odle;

Baldwin said he could not' re-

talned through wirétz{p;iinxl

they could find no evidonce
that the contents were rélat.

‘eratic headquarters. )
. o Prior to yesterday's tesli-

3. "Mohy. Sirica held a hearing to

‘determine if four defendants
- who have pleaded guilty should
ihave their bond reduced. Tle
' ‘four-— Bernard L. Barker,
4 WFank Sturgls, - Virgilie, Gop-
- zales and Eugenlo, R, Martintz

'_-all are being held in the BIC:

ifall in leu of $100,000 surely

. bonds for cach. Hunt has post-:

ed the bond. e
© At the conclusion of  the
hearing, Sirica denied the re-
duction, stating that *'tfe

temptation to flee . following’
their plea of guilty is presumegd

to be much greater” than.jt

was before their plea. *They; -
have had a taste of life in jail{"-
Sirfea sald, “ahd T am-sure

When they examined the me:
mos sent to Timmons ard’
Odle, the investigators said,

“|éd th.the- wiretap at’Diémo-:

| NEWSTEEZ
29 JAN 1973

~ Now, It's the Watergate Two

!
! then the Watergate Six—and last!
weck they became the Watergate Two,

Four more defendants decided. to.
“plead guilty in the explosive political
! espionage case—as former White House |
“aide E. Howard Hunt had done the!
. week  before—intensifying the drum-
: fire of speculation over the inducements
: they may have been offered. There
“were reports that each man had been
offered up to $1,000 for every month;
spent in prison after switching his plea.:
* Some storics traced the funds té “friends™.
. in Miami's Cuban community, where the
‘four had strong ties; others suggested.
that the defendants were still getting’
money from the same source that had|
| financed the Watergate operation from
; the start—presumably the secret coffers
of the Committee for the Re-Election of
the President. But Newsweek learned
{that a new fund, to provide financial
isupport for the defendants, was set up
after their amest by some well-heeled
Re[{)ub!icans who hoped to limit further
embarrassment to the party by short-:
circuiting the trial.

The defendants weren’t saying. The
‘latest to bow out—Bernard L. Barker,
{ Eugenio Martinez, Frank A. Sturgis and
| Virgilio P, Gonzalez—first fired their law-
lyer, Henry Rothblatt, who had insisted
ron a trial, and then confessed . almost
icagerly to the charges of conspiracy, |
‘burglary and wiretapping (maximum .
sentence: up to 55 years in jail and
$50,000 in fines). Under questioning by
"Federal Judge John J. Sirica, with the
ijury out of carshot, they. claimed only
;that Hunt and Barker had convinced
i them that the Watergate caper was
somchow related to” the fight against
“ Communism and Castroism, This, osten-
"sibly, was enough to- appeal to the

anti-Castro sentiments of the defendants; .
"two of them, Martinez and Sturgis, had .
‘been involved along with Hunt and
Barker in the ClA-directed Bay of Pigs ;
operation. But who had financed the es-
_capade? Barker maintained that expense
‘money aas mailed to him in unmarked
envelopes, and he therefore didn't know
‘the source. “Well, I'm sorry,” said the
frustrated judge, “I don’t belicve you.” |
~ The four also denied receiving any |
outside support after their arrests, or
promises of help in return for pleading
guilty—but Newswerk learned other- ’

i
!
i

wise. Several rcliable Washington sourc-

‘es said that the defendants were receiv-

‘ing at least part of their current funds !
from Republican moneymen eager to |
i minimize the GOP’s embarrassment. “As |
.1 understand it,” one insider told News- 1.
week's Nicholas Horrock, “the kitty did

not reflect approval of their acts, but’
;simply a desire to do what they could!
‘to rclieve the party of the embarrassment '

‘{suppose

First they. were the Watergate Seven, | land Martinez répoi'tcdly still get stipends ™

lfor their roles in the Bay of Pigs fiasco.
| FBI agents working on the Watcrgate,
investigation feared they might uncover:
jeven closer CIA connections, NEWSWEEK"
‘learned. Tracing the route of Republican:
;campaign donations to the Watergate
icrew, FBI agents initially worried that
‘they had_ stumbled inte a CIA transfer
system; specifically, they were - con-!
cerned that a Mexican titldleman who!

sured the G-men that” they had not,
struck any current agency ojirations—i
the suggestion being that I'mt andi
McCord might have reactivate’ ~ net- |

ernment cloak-and-dagger days.

Duress: In court, attorncys
two remaining defendants—McCord and :
G. Gordon Liddy, a former FBI man and |
White House staffer—cdlled for a mis-;
trial. Thé jury, they argued, could not!
remain unprejudiced after the unex-,
iplained disappcarance of so many de-!
.fendants. But Judge Sirica turned them:
,down and then attorney Gerald Alch’
{disclosed that he planned to defend|
McCord with the principle of “duress™|

a chan(g' strategy based on McCord'sl
fear that pro-McGavern leftists |
were planning violence against top Ré-i

publicans “including but not limited to

the President.” Said Alch: “If one is un- |

ider a reasonable apprchension—regard- |
less of whether that apprchension is in:
fact correct—he is justified in breaking a |
law to avoid the greater harm.” i
Legal experts scoffed, noting that du- |
ress is usually accepted as a defense only |
in extreme emergencics. Even if there |
were a plot, attorneys said, McCord |
could easily have turned the matter over .
to the authoritics. Alch’s defense was!
“aimed strictly at the emotions of the '
jurors,” said one former Justice Depart-:
ment altorney, “If he can get to one of =
them who's deathly afraid of rioting left- :
ists, he might get a hung jury.” 1
The jury was permitted to hear bare-
ly half of the proccedings. Jurors did
hear a young plainclothes man describe :
the arrests inside Watergate (“Keep-cool
.—you got us,” said Sturgis, hands in the
‘air). But they trooped out of court again’
as lawyers bickered over the testimony -

who admitted listening in on some 200
Democratic telephone conversations. The !
government wanted Baldwin to describe |

the contents of the calls in order to sup- |
port a possible blackmail motive, But®

‘some of the wiretapped Democrats ob- ;-

“jected that their privacy was being in- ;-
‘vaded, and the U.S. Court of Appeals!
'finally ruled out the testimony. When
i the trial resumcd, Baldwin testified that!

had handled GOP funds miglt also have; .
been a CIA contact. But thy CIA as-! -

work they remembered from their T ]
for lhe‘_\_; b-

of former FBI man Alfred C. Baldwin, |

- Diried : , e . he once took his logs on two days of !
- ‘they did not find life enjoyable . 'of a long and messy trial. itapped phone calls %o CRP head’éuar-§

_jor agreeable there.” | 17,4 ' Pensions: Beyond that, Horrock gms and left them with'a guard—for de-
: learned that five of the seven defendants | livety to a CRP official ‘whose name
‘also receive money from the CIA, al-{ ! Baldwin swore he cannot remember, i
though for past services unconnected;. | By the weekend, the chances that the | -

with Watergate. Hunt and James Mec-: :
. . . . i |tral would produce complete esplana-i
Cord, who was security coordinator for | tions were shrinking fast—and some Sen- ;

thc CRP and a security consultant for-
. h ' . ate Democrats moved closer to a full-
the GOP National Committee when he:  coole” inquiry of their own. 'They got'

was arrested inside Democratic head- some perhaps uncxpected support - :

quarters, both receive pensions as re- : istr 1
tired CIA cmployees, Barker, Sturgis  (rom (e Nixon Administrition tee% |

w
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‘Kleindienst promised to make all .
i FBI records in tho case available to

i " themm, “A jury trial,”
ceded
plore lho ‘ramifications of this,

; of thlng for the political system.

'WASHINGTON POST
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S By Timothy
1‘ 3 . S :Washington POa
'I‘he Flnnnce Committee toQ
 |Re-Elect the President pleaded’
- |no ' contest yesterday in US.,
istrict Court to eight viola®
tions of the elections financing
Jaw and was fined $8,000.. -
E' It was the first time that a
‘campaign committee had beén
| Hound guilty since nonfiling]
.. {of financial reports first. be-{
‘eame . an .offense under 'the’
Corrupt Practices Act of 1925.+
"By entering a-plea yester-
day,  the finance committee
avoided having to account for
how ‘it épent the unreported
money or to respond to.any
evidence - -presented by - the
Justice - Department,
-+, “I've never seen the- dlffer-
ence hetween a nolo conten-
dere (ho contest) plea and a
guilty plea,” sald U.S, District.
1 |Judge George L. Hart Jr., it
. 1tining the committee the maxi-
mum of $1,000 on each count.
No- individuals were - charged
in the complaint, so a possible
one-year jail tcxm was mt ap-
plicable.
. The charges were thc first
to be brought under the. Fed-
eral Elections Campaign Act,
which took.effect April 7, 1972,
andcited cash fmancinl pay-
ments through the committee’s
treasurer, Hugh-W.. Sloan. Jr.,
to its legal adviscr G. Gordon
ledy R
" Liddy is a dofendnnt i the
! lwatergate. trial.  Testimony
\ms indicated that he received
mote- than: $232,000 from the
committee for various assign-
ments. .-
The complaint charged spe-
cifically that Sloan gave $12,-
000 to Liddy on two diffcrent
oceasions In May and June,
1972, without obtaining re-
‘ceipts or keeping required ree:
ords on the purposes for which
the money was spent.-
-Also listed in the complaint
is $5,300 given to Liddy after
May 10 by Herbert L. Porter,
scheduling  director of  the
committce. Porter has testi-
fied in the Watergate trial
that he gave Liddy a total of

| _plalnts two' weeks ago, a fin-.

Kleindienst con- - .
{s.not the best place to ex-

Jind "
vl

Tt ‘F inance Commtttee T' med $8 000

Robinson h S ‘;
Btaff Writer o i
Another account’ also accused
Liddy with failing to report:
spending an.-additional $2,000.
.-When the -Justice’ Depart:
ment filed ‘the “eriminal ‘corh

‘ance committée ~ spokesmatt
sald that the complaints “aid
legedly refers to technical’ and
uhintentional fatlures to com-
ply with-certain sections of &
tomplex . new law. It is:the
policy ‘of this. ‘committes to

laws. We have alwnys sought
to do so.” -

The Justice Department com~
plnints. known technlcany as
criminal inlormations, ‘grew
out- of 'a General Accounting

Office report in August that
charged the committee with 11
apparent or possible violations|
of the Federal Election Cam
paign Act.

At the time of that report
Maurice Stans, finance com:
mittee chairman, denounced.
it as “incomplete and inaccu-
rate” - and sald it “reaches
false and unwarranted conclu-
sions.”

" “We are.gravely concerned
that this report, with its sug-
gestively reached conclusions,
has impugned the Integrity:
and good -name of several 1n~
dividuals who have not, .in
our opinion and in.the opin:.
fon of legal counsel, vlolnted
any provision. of the law,”;
Stans added at the time.
Attorncy Kenneth Parkin.’
son for the committee: would
not comment further on the
no contest plea yesterday:
Government  attorneys indi.
cated they were surprised by
the plea. .

Judge Hart, asked what alg
‘fternatives were open to him
at the time of the plea, sald
he could only accept or reject
ity and that the maximum fine
he imposed couldn't have beeh %
thore at the end of a lengthy
trial,

“The ecourt I8 not an inves:’
tigative agency,” Hnrt sald

$35,000. L 4

e

30

fully comply with all election].

'\ hesday while the jury was not

"
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Watergate Mistrial Denied " YW.

t

k]

o .. By LaWrence Meyer
\ ' . Washington Post Stalf Writer

Chief US  District - Judge-
: r.!’ohn J.:8lrlca, despite. objee-

' tions from: both prosecution
and defense attorneys in the
Watergate bugging trial, read
fo the jury yesterday portions
bf “testimony he had " previ-
Ei)usly heard with the jury not
present.

1 “ Sirica explained “before
teading :the testimony—given
by the former treasurer ‘of the
Nixon re-election committee,
‘Hugh W. Sldan Jr, that' he
was.doing it to help the jury
‘decide whether Sloan was tell-

ing the.truth.

}: - Sloan’s questioning by Sir-
‘fca on Wednesday represented
‘the second time the judge had
sintervened in the examination’
of a witness.. Sirica has as-

serted: hiy right to question|
withesses when he says he bé. .
lieves “all the facts hive not’

been developed by .
slde

!  Before and: after he rea;] !
;Sloan’s testimony to the jury, . «den

‘Sirica clashed with Peter Mar-
ioulis, altorney for defendant

{G.: Gordon Liddy.. Maroulis -

‘bsked Strica to declare a mis-
itrial on_ the grounds that tha

rjud{.,e s teading of Sloan’s tes- !

{timony would give it undue
wmght in jurors’ minds. -
. Sirica denied the motion,
itacitly conceding that he was
giving the defense grounds to

argue for reversal on appeal if )
:Liddy is convicted. “I exercise -
'my judgment as a federal -

judge and as the chief judge

of this court” Sirica said. “As’

long as P'm o federal judge m
jzontinue to do it. I could care :

: less what happens to this case
"on appeal, I'll continue to do
‘what -1 thlnk is right at the
‘moment. . !

~“Your cllent is gmiling,” Sir-;
ea said, referring to Liddy.:
“He's probnbly not impressed:
by what I'm doing either, I
1on't. care what he thinks. el-
t er.”

- Earl J. Silberu pr!nclpnl &s*
slsmnt U.S. attorney and chief
;prosecutor in the trial, told
.Siriea he would rather recall
‘Sloan and let the jury hear it
““from the lips of .Mr. Sloan dl
rectly.” -

' “No,” Sirica replled “Mr
‘Sloan mlpht have a lapsc of
memory.”

Sirica then called the jury
In and read to it the testimony
he elicited from Sloan Wed.

‘present. Sloan had testified
‘about approximately $199,000
An re-election committee cams.
-pafgn funds. hé had turned
lover to Liddy. 4

;-\ Liddy is standing trial tlong

‘with James W. McCord Jr., an-| -

other former’ official of the
Committee for the Re.clection’
of the President. Bith are
itharged with con!mﬂ'u ¥, but:

elther- “
+ . quit the re-election committée;

‘glary and illegal wlretappink
band’ eavesdropping stemming

‘from the June 17 breakdn at| ’

/the Democratic Natiohal Comy)
imittee's. Watergate headqunr%
'ters. Former White House cons

.sultant 'E. Howard Hunt Ir s
;nnd,four other men pleaded
‘guilty in the trjal that éndedd

ts thlrdl week yesterday.’ N

" Sloan’s testimony Wednes- .

,day while the jury was out difs]
“tered from 'his testimony be-

fore the jury in Several key

nrespects
;. ®.Sloan- gave a’ dlffercnt an
‘&mnt of what Liddy had sald
him only hours after metro.
.pblitan” police had _arrested;
five men, including McCox‘M
‘inside the Watergate, !, .~
. ® Sirlca pressed Sloan to ex-
plalu how $199,000 could have:
been given to Liddy without
;my apparent , accounting t?j

‘Sloan -as to how the mones
was being used.
* Sloan told Sirica he hha

because of the Watergate lncl-

) bllbert tolrl Sirlca yesterday
before the jury was brought In'
that “there was nothitig in th
.Sloan’s testimony’ that, was 8
surprisé to us or that we did;
not know.” Bt Sitica’s exnm-,
ination 'of Sloan went beyond:

7. the point wheré Silbert Ingls -
' " i ‘cated Wednesday that he hlm-

self wanted to end his ques-
tioning of Sloan, -

Maroulis did not cross- exnm
Ine Sloan, explaining yes: .
terday  that he  decided
against doing so to avold
reinforeing Sloan's testlmony
Jin the jurors’ minds. o \

In the jury's presence onl
Wednesday, Sloan sald he had'
seen and briefly spoken to
Liddy the morning. of June 1%
ih the committee’s offices. iy
ran into him fn the hall just
outside of his office,” Sloan
recalled. “He was obviously i
a hurry.. ... He sald to
the .best of my recollection,
‘My boys got caught last hights
1 made a mistake, I uged some-i

going to lose my job.!” s
When  Sirlea  questioned
Sloan, he . gave this account:]
“To the best of my. recollee-
tion,” 'Sloan said,
(Liddy) indicated was: ‘My
made a mistake by using
somebody from- here which T
told them 1 would never do.
I'm afraid- I'm going to lose
my job. "
* Sloan was not asked whethei‘
he knew who Liddy meant by
“them.”
have glven this same account
of the conversation with Liddy’
duting earlier Interviews wlth
federal investigators, C,
Sirica also drew from Sloaﬁ
Yestimony that he had verified]
swith finance chairman Maurice
‘Btans and campalgn chalrinan
{John N, Mitchell that:deputy,
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body from here, which I saldy - -
I'd never do. I'm afrald I amj . -:

“what he|

bays Were caught last nfght. 1{ <

Sloan I8 known to| . .
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campalgn director Jeb Stiart
Magruder had authority to dis-
burse. to- Liddy committee
funds that eventually totaled
1$199,000, L

! Sloan had testified’ before
the jury ‘that he had.turned
over $109,000 to Liddy. “What
‘was the purpose of turning
$189,000 over to Liddy?” Sirica
asked out of the jury's pres-
ence. -, " . .
L &1 fipve no ldea,” Sloan re:

- |Sirica asked. .-

lwith John Mitchell, the cam-
‘paign chairman,” Sloan said. <

‘plied. o
* Sirica: You have no idea? - ’
Sloan: No, sir. -
Strica: You can't glve us any
‘Information at-all? J
. Sloan:.No, sir. T was merely
‘authorized to do so. 1 was not
‘told the purpose. - A
i Sirica:, Who authorized you
{to. turn, the $189,000" over to
:Mr. Liddy in cash?
Sloan: Jeb. Magrudet.
. Sirlca: For what purpose?
_Sloan: 1 have no idea.
Slgan said he did not ques-
tion Magruder about the pur-
pose of the expenditures, “t

#r. Mitchell “that “he (Mag-
ruder) -was authorized to
make those, Sloan sald. = -
“You verifted_ it with who?"

“Secretdry (former Secretary
of Commerce): Stans, .the fi-
nance ‘chairman, and I didn’t
directly but he verified it

. Sirica: This $199,000 could
be turned over to Mr, Liddy is
what you sre saying? =

‘Sloan: Not the specific
smount, but Mr. ‘Magruder,
his authorization wag authoriz.,
ation enough to turn over the
sums in question. o
--$irlea: DId anybody indic-
by. words or deed what this
money ‘was to be ised for?
- 'Sloan: No, sir. RS

* Sirica also asked Sloan &t
question . that had not been
asked by Silbert in duestion-
ing Sloan, Magruder.or com-;

Tmittee

! scheduling * director
‘Herbert L. Porter, who testi.)

ate:to you by their action or:-

§35,000:" e et
" "Sirica: You don't know what
Mr, Liddy used it (the money)}-
for? ) .

.- Sloan: No, sir. .
3 Sirlea: No idea?

' Sloan: No, sir. -

- . Sirica: He was never ques-
tioned by you or anybody else
what he did with the $199,0007
+ _Sloan: No, sir.

.+, Stibert told the jury in his
dpening statement that of the
approximately  $235,000 givent
#o Liddy by the re-election
committee, the prosecution
fean account for ‘only $50,000.)
{ ,Before Sirica' read Sloan’s
testimony to the jury, Silbert
told the judge that the “in-
tensive” investigation that led
to the Watergate indictment
found that “Sloan had.no pos-
sible remote connection, di-
reéct or indirect,” with the:
Watergate incident. ~ . |
v Assistant  US. -Attorney

Seymour Glanzer pointed out|

o Sirica that Sloan had been

interviewed hy the FBI andy
liad testified before the grand

Htiry. Inviting Slriea fﬁ".i'eéii’q

the grand jury minutes, Glan
fer ‘sald, “Every conceivabld

aspect of this case was gong ‘[

into.” : .
“I'm only concerned with

" ‘the . testimony in ‘the court:

room," Siriea repled. ¥ don't
think it’'s up to me to be cone«
-cerned with what goes on- i
‘the grand jury. Pm not in
‘terested in that.” L
_Tncluded M what Siried
fead to the juty was & conf

‘srence held by prosecution and| |

defense lawyers at the bench.
Liddy’s lawyer, Maroulis, in
arguing for a mistrial, sald
Sirica’s revelation of what wasg
&aid during the bench confer:,
rence made him wary of dis-

cussing points at the benchi |

ufor fear they will later -be
read "to the jury.” =

Sivica again denled Maroui:]
{s* motion for a mistria), Quét:
ing another federal judge, Sirs
ga ‘§aid, “Any federal judgé:
{vho_makes a decislon wiili onlg

sye on what the Court of Ap<( .
peals might do ought vtjgf'géﬁ‘ ’

e

verified with Mr. Stans and’
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;By Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein

| Washington Post Staff Writers -+ * * .
" Sen. Sam J. Ervin (D-N.C)) intends to'
ubpoena som¢ of President Nixon's
top aldes in the forthcoming Scnaléy
thvestigation . into the Watergate buge
ging and an allegedly broader: cams
palgin of political esplonage and sabo-
tage agalnst the Democrats, according
to informed sources on Capitol Hill. -1
*.. Trvin also intends to Investigate the,
‘wovernment’s inquiry into the Water:
gate incldent and related matters to,
determine I it was complete and im-
-partinl, the soutces said. o
v 1t 18 known that this includes a de-
falled review of the mamner in which’
the government's case has been pro
‘geented. Sources said that daily tran-
~ geripts of the Watergate trial arc being
serutinized Yy Ervin staft members.
" Ervin, who will head the Senate's’
‘Investization, is expected Lo be granted;
“swbpuena power ‘to call anyone in the’
xecutive branch lof the government
.other - than the President himsclf, the,
sources reported. _
“" Jt could ot he learned which presi-
idential atdvs might be called to testify.
‘However, it is known that Ervin be-
Hieves that' any. White Mouse officlals
and presidental advisers who have
‘heen named i news accounts of al
Aeged spying and disruption apainst
the Democerats should be. glven &
‘thance to have their names cleared.
“ 1f such aldes do not testify votuntat-

tly, the soures said. Frvin fcels it is
testimony.:
‘Members of Ervin's staff are'drafling:
+& resolution that, if passed by the Sen-

“ossentinl to fotce their

ale, would grant him the hroadest
i$ubpoena powers. Lo
" Efvinis virtually “assured of recelw
;lhg Sennle approval of.the resolution;
ithe sources snid, beeause the powerful,
Seriate Dernocratic Policy Committee,

the 14-member arm of- the 57-member;

filed he gave Sloan about

Sen. Ervin May Quiz Top

."On Jan. 16, Manstield sent! . E

“Office, the Republican Nation-

<Asgsistant - U.S.: Attorney Earl

{and “the practices

denate Democratic majority, has pro-
mised its full backing, 4
- "Senate Majority Leader Mike Mans-
field (D-Mont.) has said that the Water<
gate probe and accompanying ‘publi¢!
learings may result in the first actual,
test of | congressional power to force,
testimony from the President’s clbsest;
assistants, should they claim executive:
privilege. -» . R
i Presidentlal advisers from many ad,f(g
ministrations and both polilical partie

have asserted at tintes that they have

¥

'#n executive privilege to not disclosé:

to Congress contidential- White House?
business. It is this tradaition that the’
Scnate Democratic majority ‘has ifi#
dicated it wants to challenge. < .4

iy

eight letters asking  various

‘goverhment agencies to pre-

gérvé all records that might
be tevelant to the “Erwin
investigation. The létters

went -to. the White House,

the Justice Departmerit, the
FBI, the Genetral Accounting

al Committee, the Committee
for: the' Re-election: of the
Presidertit, the President’s cain-
paign finance comimittee and

‘J. Silbert, the chief prosecutor
in the Watergate trial. -

The lectters said that “the
Senaté probe would deal with-
“the ‘allegations ‘of illegal or.
improper activities during:
the recently completed = na-!
{tonal clections,” -and would’
theludé four areas of inquiry:
“Fhe Wreakin at'the Demo.
cratic - National . Committee
headquarters i - the
Watergate”; “the reports of]
political . . sabotage .  and
sspionage”; “the receipt and
account of campalgn funds”;|
nd proce.

ures of the varlous agencles A a; 7 004};%&6‘68%‘8 ihat he has n&’d

d
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and officials in their Investiga-| =
tion of such activitics” =

One - sotirce close¢ to Ervin
said that the last area of in.
quiry meant that “we are fo-
ing to investigate the investl-
‘gators” to determine if there
was any political influence,
brought to bear on the cor.
duct- of the- investigation by
the FBI and Justice Depart:
mont. o

Attorney General Richard
Kleindienst has sald the
Watergate investigation by the
Justice Department and - FBI
was the most thorough and ex:|
haustive since the probe into]-
thée assassination of Président;
Kennedy in 1963, C i

Sources close to Ervin saidi
the 78-year-old senator,a- rela:
tively nonpartisan © former
state supreme court . judge
wants the Watergate Incident
investigated by a speclal. ad
hoe commiitec of the Senate
instead of by one of the regu-
lar Senate committees. L
© Ervin is chalrman of .the
Government Operationd Com-
mittee and the Judiciary Sub-
committce on Constitutional
Rights and is known 8s the
‘Senate's outstanding autbiority
on constitutional law, ~ - ¢

The right of privacy is on¢

6f his strongest convictions.
_ Last year, Ervin denounce
the delay of the Watergate
trial until after the November
elections. ‘ )

Ervin has said that his
Watergate probe will not. be-
gin until completion of -the
hugging trial in U.S. District
‘Court here, which ended it8
third weck yesterday. He satd
he is looking for an attorney
of nonpartisdn background ta
head -the investizative staff;

bitt-has not, vel clioseh one. -«
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Ihgs, but that they would be
leld spme time this year.
* The staff of ‘the Senate Sub-
committeé on. ‘Administrative
" and .. Procedurz,
chaired by Sen.. Edward. M.
Kennedy (D-Mass.), has been
ifivestipating the - Waterbate;

2adcd by Bivin would be-1ess!
vulnerable-to attack on politd'

P

1. el grounds. The information!

developed hy Kennedy's ‘staff,
which has been subpeonaing
tecords for three months, will
pe: made_available, to" Erviny
Scnate sources said. | ¢ '%
t :Much of the information ob!

vicident and. related ‘matters
Oct..12.-Kennedy has ex?
ressed reluctance to head-the:
! Senate Investigation®

full.scale
‘and recently apreed: with

y. Mansfield Ahat; san. _inquiny;
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Prosecution Tested |

tained by Kennedy's staff, ac{
¢ording to reliable.; sources;
deals . with _ the' question! b
‘White. House -involvement 1
the wider political esplonage!
sabotage operation as reporletf

in news accounts.. , .

X
]
i
-

 Pemands - for ‘the appointmen

une' 17. *
r Some of the

.  peared nonpartisan.

‘dential ‘aides were

‘plicated. .
again, implicitt
as ‘the trial o

dropping moves towarda
belimax in the United Stafe
District Court here. -~

,ﬁ!mbtg Intensified.

“have been .intensified

John J. Sirica, who

_In Watergate Trial

By WALTERRUGABER .
*" " Gpeclal to The New York Times -
Jan, .-28=% and the United States Attorney] -

. of a special prosecutor in the
' watergate tase began a week
after five men were caught .in
. Démocratic’ -headquarters —on'

; demands were
.overtly " political; others .ap-
But als
" ways ' there was the question Id S
‘of how vigorously the Depart- bility of a major
ment of: Justice: would pursue :
‘& cage in which several Presi-
involved
and in which others—perhaps
.of higher rank—might be im-

. ‘That question has come up
‘but forcefully,
two remaining|,
“defendants charged with con-
.spiracy, burglary and eaves-

.. Whatever doubts may remain
‘in the public mind scem to
1 \ articu-
farly by the actions of Judge
hag -pre-

t during the grand jury inquiry
that produced the current it
dictments on Sept. 15. .
The difficulty In assessing
the secret grand. jury decision,
on how far
ywen and-who should be ind
dicted was demonstrated vivid-:
ly on Friday when Judge Sirica'
ralsed as an issue_the, credi=
Government
witness, Hugh Sloan . !
Mr. Sloan had ‘temgned as
treasurer of the Fimance Com-
mittee to Re-elect the Presi~
dent after handing G. Gordon
Liddy, a former committee of-
ficial who is now a defendanty
$199,000 in campaign funds.” "
Judge Sirica questioned Mr.i
ISloan with the jury pot pres:i
ent and appeared « skeptical!
about some of the answers, |
s| which included a statement
that he had “no idea” ‘what
1 had been done with the $199,¢

000. - N .

The Govetnment asserted
that Mr. Sloan had had noth-
ing to do with the Watergate
affair, and Seymour Glanzer,
one -of the prosecutors invited

the conspiracy: .

‘principal * " assistant: © United
‘States Attorney, said that sor:‘g
_?250.000 had” been budgeted
fo

r Mr. Liddy's work. The tess .

timony. included the following
- exchange: . :'e . oo
¢ Q. bid you " give  him. ‘any
‘other, 2
iments? S .
- A, Yes, as I recall, I gave
~him a number of others, -
Q. Can you give an example?

there was a candidate for the!
Democratic nomination . who;
'was known for his antipollu-’
tion stand,” and
also news reports about some
of ‘his suppotters, .financial
gsupporters particularly, oneift
articular being a major polt
uter, and 1 asked Mr. Liddy

was any more to it than we
read in thé newspapers. ""

o Q.- Mr. Margruder, on thesé ;

assignments that you gave Mr.
Liddy, did he ever make .re-
ports to you? R
i A.Yes. = -
i Q What was the form?
7. A. Primarily verbal reports.
2"Mr, Silbert then broke off
this line of 1uestionlng. There
was no test monr about the
candidate’s identity (presum-
‘ably the reference was to Sena-
tor: Edmund S. :Muskie), -or
-about  exactly ~what Mr
‘Magruder had wanted and re-
iceved, or about what he had
done With the information.
. Tie$ Not Developed .
- When Mr. Sloan came undet
direct examination by Mr. Sil-
bert, the cash transactions be-
tween the Nixon cmmittee and
Mr. Liddy undeveloped, for ex-
ample: - ,
Q. What was_the procedure
you followed in‘ glving Mr.
Liddy this amount of  cash
($199,000)? o .
A. He would indicate-to me
fe needed X number of dollars
and come to my office to re-
quest it, and I would provide it
to him. - . |
% The prosécutor theh -turned
40" the gquestion of how the
ad been *packaged.

investigative  assigns

. A. An . example would bet ™

“there  were .

as an example to sée if ther¢

" lwritten statement,

fou gave to Mr. Lidd§? A, Ye;
if did. : IR

. Q. What Rind of 'record did] -

'{ou'maintaln? A, It was a cash
book reflecting. in
transactions.” .- S *
! Q. Now did you ever miake &}
final summary of your cash}
‘disbursements? A, Yes, I did. ¢
- Q. And to ‘whom did you}.
deliver it? A. [Former] Secre-f
tary [of Commerce Maurice Hj}
‘Stans. - : A
. retain any coples?
A. No, sir.

_'Q. What did you do with the
cash book after you had des
\tvered - the final summary? Ag-
Since the summal
sentially containe
sary information
flected in this book, I destro
the. back-up book. o

Mr. Stans, who served as M
Nigon’s, chief fund-raiser dur]
ini the campaign, has not beett!
su

trial, 1t is understood that' h

'was; permitted to give grand]
jury' testimony in the form of &
-Judge Sirica, who was dpd-
pointed to the bench by Presiy
dent Dwight D. Eisenhower, ex«
tracted from Mr. Sloan the in=
formation' that the payments 4
Mr. Liddy had been approved:
by Mr. Stans and through M}
Stans by John N. Mitchell,
former Attorney General

gampalgn manager, . .. x
. A Casé of Needling:

b o
5 The judge's examination™
cluded the following: A
; Q. Did anybody indicate to;
you by their action or by wotdg
or deed what this money wa$
‘to be used for? A. No, slr. 1
“7Q. You are a collega gradus
‘ate, aren’t you? S
* The Government did not nee-:
dle its own witnesses this way;
and sometimes the tactical rea.
$ons for its failure to pursue’ a
potentially useful poitit seemed|’

b

to be apparent. - . .
- For example, Alfred C. Bald.
iwin 3d, a key withess who said
e had monitored a wiretap on
a4 Democratic telephone, testi-

before €3+

the .

- who' -

for .a time was' Mr.. leon’% :
2

v_,and_‘ 3091: [

oenaed as-a witness at the] ..

the judge to examine the F.BL| 'Mmoney
reports and the grand jury,

transcripts.

gided over_ the -three
the trial. .
. Judge Sirica has said on a . X
‘iumber of occasions—most re-| ' But Judge Sirica said ‘he
‘cefitly on Fri_da{“—-thn he does' would concern himself only
not mean to “fmply anything” with “the ‘testimony in this
of to rebuke either the Gov- courtroom.” The testimony he
ernment -or the defense for its ‘has been hearing deals almost
handling of the case. « "exclusively with the narrow in-l
““But he has also shown disé  dictment and not with thewider] |
satisfaction ‘with the .questions questions in the case, such as} -
asked by the prosccution and, whether the preak-;n at the
to a lesscr extent, the defense, Watergate office building was
and he has cxamined witness«/ partof a wider espionage effort
s himself. His tonc with them and ‘whcthcr anyone beyon
has often been incredulous. . thosé indicted knew about. or
The lawyers are most inter profited from the spying.
K vbftﬁd in a " p;‘ccisclyt dmg\lmﬁ Magruder Questioned’
% 'sight-count indictment, whic ) )
se%rcn men were accused off _ Jeb Stua‘rit N:ag'"é’.dcz'mrm
committing specific violations served as_deputy dire A
of the law during a limited the Committee for the Re-elecs|
period of time tion of the President, was ques-
» ) , tioned by the Government,
There Are Limits about various intelligence as-
wrhis isn’t the Warren Com-| signments he had given to Mr.
‘mission.” said an attorncy whol Liddy. o . o
is familiar with the Wntcrf,atc The “major assignments, Mr.
‘case but not dircctly inovolved| Magruder caid, involved learns) -
in it. “When you get to the| ing the plans of- potem(al% E
ifrial, there are’limits t0 where trotiblesome demonstrators both.
-you ¢an go.” . at campaign appearances aroun
"“The scope was to a large} -the country and at the Repub-
éxtent settled, the attorney and |- lican National Convention.
.other sources said, by the Fed- Mr. ‘Magruder, under exanié
‘etal. Burcau -of Investigation -ination by Earl J, Silbert, the
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ks df
weeks df] fied that he had delivered| -

exchahge: . - : g;‘;gigg gln% l:‘f‘ormatl;)nubn
‘ Q. Did you maintain eny n to the re-election]
fecords of ‘disbursements that committee. . , o I

Later, however, there was this

R
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Washington Whisperss
Too Many Cooks in the Cisz?' .

)

Now expected is a thorough shake-up -

. of the Central Intelligence Agency.
Intelligence sources say the President
_particularly wants to sharpen the
handling of .the CIA's analyses of for-
eign affairs and international econom-
-fcs. One complaint is.that under exist- '
ing procedure some of the agency's
excellent reports are muddled by the
timé all-the experts det:their views in.

A

[
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| |The Spy in the Cold

ou,” said Federal Judge John J. Sirica.
¢ was addressing four of the Water-*
{ gate defendants, and what he did not be-

not remember who had supplied them,
‘1 with money. Even sums as high as’
$114,000.. they said, simply turned up-
oin brown manila cnvelopes from none’
knew where. Despite the judge’s shar

questioning. the four insisted last week
on pleading ignorance—and guilt. That
reduced the number of defendants from|
seven to two and also reduced the like-,

who sanctioned the conspiracy to bug
Democratic Party hcadquarters last:
June. ‘ !

The four—three of whom are Cu-i

47 bans [rom Miami—were talked into;

S pleading guilty, TIME has lcarned, by
the same man who recruited them into

who had plcaded guilty himself a wcekg

carlier, Hunt promiscd his four confed-!
erates that unidentified “friends” would
offer cach defendant up to $1,000 for
every month he spent in prison, with
| more moncy to be, paid at the time of,
his relcase (TIME, Jan, 22).

The guilty plea by the four defen-|

# 1 room uproar—testimony that Hunt had
told them the Watcrgate bugging had
been approved by the White House, spe-°
cifically by two presidential advisers:

for the Re-Elcction of the President,
and Charles W. Colson, who at the time .
was_on thc White House staff as spe-’
cial counsel to the President. j

Castro. Hunt's influence over the
four dates back to 1961, when Hunt;
was a leading CIA oflicial engaged in
planning the Bay of Pigs invasion of
Cuba. At that time, the four men were
convinced that Hunt spoke secretly for
i the U.S. Government; apparently they
cstill are. In 1972, when Hunt recruit-
-1 ed them into the Watergate conspiracy,
he grandly told them: “It’s got to be
donc. My friend Colson wants it. Mitch--
rell wants it.” Colson is in fact an old
ifriend of Hunt's: it was he who got-
A Hunt onto the White House staff in
411971 as a $100-a-day consultant, Hunt

'also told the four that their old cnemy |
,Fidel Castro was sending money in- ;.
Adircetly to the Democratic Party in
% -the hope that .a McGovern victory !

“twould soften the U.S. attitude toward

iCuba,
¢ After the Watergate arrests, Hunt
;became more cautious, referring to Ad-
“rministration officials merely as “my .
(people.” e insisted that his people
*iwere preparcd to put up plenty of mon-
- tey for the delense of the arrested men.
LOf the $35.000 Hunt is known to have
1 . received from his people, however, only
“jabout $8,000—or $2,000 apicce—has

“reached’ the four defendants. Yet the:

; . “four men do not appear to be displcased ,

"] iwith the arrangement. To have worked,
¢ with Hunt. onc of them told the

-court, had been “the greatest honor."
: . Iy

“.Ut_ldcr the spreading chestriut tree,
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|
“Well, I'm sorry but I don't believe | -
¥

lieve was their claim that they could

Jihood that the triai would ever disclose;

the conspiracy in the first place: E. .
Howard Hunt, the former CIA official; .
dants staved off a prospective court-)

—f{ormer  Attorney General John,
Mitchell, then head of the Committee ;-

' k'l\sold you and you sold me.” In aninter-|
- |view with TIME Correspondent David

Beckwith, E. Howard Hunt quoted
Ithose ‘mocking lines from George Or-
iwell's 7984, and then he added defen- !
jsively: “There was none of that in any

:operation I ever ran. Nobody above or ' -

below me was ever sold out. I protect |
the people I deal with.” i
 Hunt, a remarkable storytelier (who
“has written some 46 novels as well as,
an account of the Bay of Pigs fiasco’
‘called Give Us This Day), decided to
‘talk because “I've been taking a real
‘beating in the press. I've been portrayed

“as an irresponsible adyenturer, a des-|
tperado. And bring a photographer. The
Ipictures of me at the trial have made
‘me look like a buffoon.” For legal rea-
'sons, he refuscd to say much about the
Watergate trial, but he reminisced free-
ly about other adventures.

“Let me tell you a story,” Hunt de-
clared. “The last wartime operation |
was involved in was an air resupply op-
eration in central China. We had a five-:
man guerrilla team that hadn't been re-
supplicd for months, so wec went
parachuting supplies out of a C-47 to
them in a rice paddy. [ went along as a
icargo kicker, holding onto the chute
i wirc and pushing the stuff out in a hur-
-+ ry from about 600 feet. Two of us were
hit in the face by flak on the way back,
and one later got caught by the Japs!
Land skinned alive, but the point is this:!
A tcam out on an unorthodox mission |
rexpects resupply, itexpects concern and
‘attention. The team should never get

[the feeling they're abandoned. End of f

stor{i" Y
unt makes no effort to hide his'
own sense of abandonment. “Nobody

- 'has invited me anywhere for sixi

: months,” he says. “My family has been
. harassed, my kids are teased and taunt-|
: ed at school. Most of my old CiA fricnds‘}
i people 1 worked with for years and|
* thought I was close to, have cut me'off.|

I had lunch last weck with my daugh-|

“-‘ter at a club in Georgetown and saw a'

_ClA officer who worked for me in Ja-'
pan. He looked right through me.”
Secu;e. Specaking of the death of
his wifc tn a Chicago plane crash last,
* month, Hunt insists that the mysterious
. $10,000 she was carrying in $100 bills’
» was to have:beea invested “in a new!
* business enterprise out there, a concern’
- that might have provided me with a job
after I got out of jail.” Turning a bit
maudlin, he remarks: “I've often wished
. that it had been me on the plane in-’
" stead of my wife. The Watergate would
ihave been over for me. My family
"would have been financially secure. And |

: the four children would have a mother

! instead of a father wasting away injail."
: At another point, as he spoke of trying

“to explain his situation to his nine-year-
old son, he wept. Still later he referred
to himself as “a fish at the end of a

line; I'm struggling hard. but it looks -

like a pretty strong line.” .
+ Hunt joined the CIA in 1950 after -
having served in the Navy and the 0ss

:during World War 11, worked as a LIFE

jcorrespondent in the South Pacific, won |
‘a2 Guggenheim fellowship in creative

‘writing and sold a movie script (Bimini

Run) to Warner Bros. for $35,000. He -

07 : C§3-RDP77-00432R000100070001-9
. | ‘ .

{is proud of his 20 years in the ClA.:
though he feels “the agency” has treat- |’
ed him badly of late. “When they iden-
tified me as a former CiA officer right ;
after the Watergate arrests,” he says, '
“they abrogated our agreement of .
{ confidentiality.” i

| As a member of the agency’s “De- .
!partment of Dirty Tricks,” he worked
ron, the operation that overthrew the
Communist-supported Guatemala re-
gime of Jacobo Arbenz in 1954. After - :
the coup, he recalls, “Arbenz and his
-people were stripped naked at the air-. .
port and searched before they were al- . -
:lowed to leave. One of his aides was Che
"Guevara. If we'd let our Guatemalans:
start to shoot them, as they wanted,’
there's no telling when the shooting
would have stopped. It was a close de- ;
cision, and I have often wondered how
effective Castro would have been with- .
out the intelligence of that asthmatic lit- ,
tle medical student from Argentina.”

On his years in espionage, Hunt re- !

- flects: “You seef our Government trains

¢ people like mysell to do these things
i and do them successfully. It becomes a |
way of life for a person like me.” Of- !
ten he traveled under assumed names,
says Hunt, “to preserve plausible deni- !
1 al™ the phrase rofling from his lips so |
smoothly that it sounds like an agency ,
cliché. Again and again he returns 10!

the theme of an officer's loyalty to his |
subordinates: “If your people are
caught in an operation, you do every-!
thing you can for them. Money is the
cheapest commodity you've got in an'
operation like this.” i
Hunt retired from the agency in':
1970. “The Bay of Pigs,” he says bit-!
rterly, “really ended my chance for sub- "~
stantial advancement within the CIA, be-
tcause 1 was associated with it and the ;-
thing went sour.” In 1971 he was asked.
to join the White House to plug secu- '
rity leaks. "Il wasn't a petty operation. |
There were major leaks involving the ;
SALT talks, opcrations in India. One leak ;
i resulted in the extermination of onc of |
.our agents in Asia. The Administration

‘couldn't stand for that, and I worked .+

,closely with the CIA trying to stop it
i Why did he get mixed up in the Wa-. '
Htergate case? Hunt admits that he had ;.-

‘a political motive, which he dresses up® * -

‘rather elaborately. “There is a built-in '
bias by the intellectual community, in-
cluding the news media, against people
who want to preserve the best of our
icoumry‘s heritage. As for me, I don't"
| want to exchange the good of this coun- . -
‘try for the uncertainties of change ! ~ -
"Hunt also has a more practical expla- |~
" nation for his involvement: *I was not '~
‘aware that my activity constituted a fed-
“eral offense. J never personally went ' - .
“into Democratic offices, and | thought - .

" the most they could get me on was sec- |-+

i ond-degree burglary.”

! Hunt insists that he never thought | - . -
-much of the Watergate scheme in the - - "7

-first place. “I cased the situation thor-
oughly, and I'm good at it. | appraised ;"
i the risk lin bugging Democratic head- !
! quarters] as very high and the potential -
‘return as very low. I recommended °
“against it, but it wasn't my decision: I *

_can tell you this: if ithad beenactaop- » ° -
erdlion and I'd been in charge, it neyer =,

would have happened.” )

.
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| [Alleged G.O.P. Spy Avoids Full Inquiry sy

. By SEYMOUR M. HERSH’

.‘_,’v:; Special to The New York Times R
* WASHINGTON, Jan. 29-~The
Federal Bureau of Investigation
has made no attempt to investi
gete fully ‘the - political espio-
nage ‘and sabotage activities al-
legedly conducted last year by,
Donald H. Segretti, a California
lawyer, who reportedly acted

tion officials, . - TR
The disclosure came as both
sides rested- today in the trial
of the two remaining defend-
ants in the Watergate case, .

. Well . placed Administration
‘solirces have, said that "Justice
Depariment: officials learned of
;some of Mr. Segretti’s activities!
within weeks after. the Water-
|gate arrests last June:17,-but,
decided on the basis of; pre:
fihinary “interviews. with Mr.
Segretti that his activities were
legal and therefore beyond the
scope of an extensive F.BIIL in-
quiry.’ s

. ‘That decision®was reaffirmed
Jast "October, the sburce said,
after newspaper accounts indi-
-cated thé full scope of Mr.
iSegretti’s activities, which were
:s8ld to have involved sabotage
attempts - against Democratic
tandidates during the prima

election campaigns, :

It was further leained that
‘Mr. Segretti began his opéra-
tions, Apparently on behalf of|
$ome White House officlals, as
early as September, 1971, at

‘#bout the samc time E. Howard
Hunt, then a White House con-
sultarit, reporiedly begin organ-
izing his political intefligence
team. L L

17 Mr, Hunt's operation eventu-
jally ‘led+ to the unsuccessful
‘break-in  at . the Democratic

'the" Watergate- office comples
here. - S
 Mr. Segretti {s known to have
‘met at. least twice with Mr.
jHunt, in Florida and in Cali-

. ffornin, and he was once asked
‘to help arrange a fake demon.

stration during the Democratic

National Convention.

Sources said, however, that
the _Justice Department liag
made no effott to determine the
full extent of Mr. Sepreftis
activities ‘or to find out whe'
placed Mr, Segretti in contact

 with Mr, Hunt. Ty
| . White House officlals have

repeatedly sald that they did

not . know either about Mr,

- ‘Segretli’s  espionage operation’

ot the political intelligence acs

. tivities headed by Mr, Huht'
and G. Gordon Liddy, a former.
tounsel to the Reptblican- re~
election committee. -

 However, Dwight L. Chapin,

i -Presideént Nixon's appoititments

National Committee offices in .

secretary, was reportedly asked.

i to leave his White House job

after the November eléctioff,

.apparently because he::was

named last year as the White
House contact for Mr, Segretti.

Ronald L. Ziegler, the White
House press secretary, subse-
quently confirmed that Mr,
Chapin was leaving. Mr. Zieglet.
denied that Mr. .Chapin was;
being forced out -or that his
decision. had anything to do:
with the espionage controversy:’

‘Before last October's news-

‘paper reports about Mr. Se-

gretti, three top Justice Depart-|
ment officials publicly dectared
that every possible lead was
being. investigated in the Wa~
tergate case. . . b

~In.a news conference Oct.
5, the last one he held, Pres-
f{dent Nixon depicted the F.B.I-
inquiry into . the Watergate
case as so thorough .and com-,

‘plete that it made the 1948
.Congressional investigation of

Alger.Hiss look “like a Sunday
school picnic.” - S
" YLet's look at what hap-
pened,” the President said.
“The F.B.I. has assigned 133
agents to this investigation, It
followed out 1,800 leads, .1t
conducted 1,500 interviews. 1L
wanetd every lead carried out
to the end because 1 wanted

‘be_sure that no member of the
White House staff and no man_

or woman in a position  of
‘major responsibility had any-
thing to do with this kind of
reprehensible . activity.” .
! But officials of the Justice
Department and F.B.I. acknowl-
edged in recent interviews that
linvestigations early in the sum-
'mer and in the -fall of Mr,
Segretti’'s activities wére cur-
sory at best,” and the two
agencies blamed each other for
the lack .of action.

“The cut-off came just when
Sepretti went underground;
after the newspaper stories on
him broke,” one F.B.IL official
said.

He added that the decision to
¢all off the inquiry had come
from the Justice Department’s

1Criminal Division.

“That’s a matter of legal
udgment” with  which the
ureau  did  not' officially
?arrcl, he said, “but I suspéct
that there was discontent at

4

Jlower levels.”

Henry E. Petersen, chief of
the Criminal division, refused
to discuss the Justice Depart-

‘iment's investigation in an in-

terview, but one well-infarmed
official  categorically denled
that' the F.B.I, wag “called off
on anything.”” Co

“The bureau called up and
said, ‘We're ‘not doing any-
thing on Segretti,'” the Jus-
tica Department official . relat-
ed, "and asked, ‘Do you see
anything in this?” - .

At this point, Mr, Petersen
a Democrat who was name
Assistant Attorney General fast
year, queried the Justice De-

support for a full F.B.1, inquiry
on Segrettl. L
“He had no affirmative rec-

Attorney General Richard. G.
Kleindienst, told’ newsmen last|
Oct, 24 that no inquiry into
the activities of Mt. Segretti
was planned ‘Because as of
tight now, any evidence that
has come to us would not-in-
dicate the violation of a Fed-
eral law.” '

“Justice Department officials

partment’s Fraud’ Division, the;
official said, and also found no:

'ommendations from anybody

the wonldn't have called it off”

r
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on this,” the Justica Departs
ment officlal said. "If he had,

In a series of interviews, a
number -of Past and present

.argued that even without any
‘immediate evidence of wrong:
.doing, the Government had an}
lobligation to investigate fully
the activities of Mr. Segretti,

One Justice Department law-|
Ker'noted that the department

ad: special ‘procedures for
cases involving organized crime
figures or major political fig-

ures, .
;- “You -look. at -everything
when you have .a case like
‘this,” he said. “It should be
fully”explored in all its ramifi-
cations even though it may
appear not to be a’ criminal
violation.™ - ... . .
i Other sources noted that thej
:published reports of Mr. Se-
igretti’s alleged operations de-
scribed a number of ostensibly
Jdllegal activities, incliding the
‘forging of campaign letters and
the promise of -future political
rewards in return for pre-
election support. .
In.addition, Mr. Segretti was|
sald to have been paid with
funds ‘from. a Republican fund}
totaling at least $350,000 that|
mai; have been ' collected - in
violation of campaign finance
disclosure laws.
Lawrence R. Young of subur-
ban Los Angeles, one of Mr.
Segretti’s close friends, has told
many newspapers that Mr. Se-
grett] said that Republican offi-
cials permitted him to review
his F.B.I. dossier. Shortly be-
tore testifying before a Fed-
eral grand jury about the Water-
gate case. Mr. Young also
quoted Mr. Sepretti as having|
sald that Presidential aides
coached him before his grand
appearance. i
“'Xc plre]ast 19 long-distancef
calls were placed from Mr.
Segretti's telephone to Mr.}
Hunt's between mid-March and
June last year, and at least one
such call was placed to the
home of Mr. Chapin,
Many other friends and for-
mer assaciates of Mr. Segretti
have been traced by newsmen,
usually through long-distance
telephone toll reports, and have
publicly told of having been
approached by the young law-
yer and asked to participate in
a large-scale espionage and
sabotage operations against the
Democratic party.
‘Administration ofticials have
consistently discounted such
reports as hearsay and unprov-
able rumors.

Mr. Kicindienst challenged
reporters last year to “get the
evidence to me that would in-
dicate that a specific person
‘has violated a speclal criminal
daw land n}{ department will in-
ivestigate it.” -
iy Bu% in a series of Interviews
over
mer friends and associates of|
Mr. Segrettl sald that they had

- -be quitting the White Housé¢

the last two weeks, for-{

fiot been contdcted by the
34

Fi1

e, said Mr. Young, a law-
yet. “I was so sure they were
seoming I even had a -speech
prepared” . i
' .Among the things the bureau
would have learned, Mr. Young
8aid, was that Mr. Segretti had
. %’oild him of .a_Miami meeting
:with Hunt in which Hunt “men-
‘tioned hiring Cuban refugees t6
pose as McGovern supporter§
and. tear up the inside of'thg
Doral Hotel,” the Miami Beach
Hotel to be used by Mr. Mc.
Govern as his Democratic consf -
jvention headquarters, . ' .. -
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“Chapin Quits
" White House |

 Denies Firing;

t

e

Coandhi Sars

~ ! By Lou Cannon .. '

S Washington Post Staft Writer -

i KEY BISCAYNE, Fla,-Jan.
29 — The - White 'House - an:
-nounced today. that President;
Nixon's  appointments. secroi
tary. will be leaving the admin-{
Astration, hut denicd that his;
;departure had anything to da
With political espionage activa

‘

¥

Aties, e L B
i* Presidential press secretarﬁ o
(Ronald L., Zlegler. said that{ =~ -
iDwight L. Chapin, 32, would!

«this spring to.aceept ‘a “very:
fine business offer.” Ziegler] -
said that neither presidential z
assistant M. R. Haldemah niory
.Aanyonie else in the adminisiras}
ton had requested Chapin to;
Jeave, ‘ o

i “Dwight Chapin was nots
asked to leave the Administra.)
tion, and any decision to leaveg :
ids his own,” Ziegler said. A

. The White House press seci
Fetary branded as “incorrect;

-unfounded and untrue” a stopy';
in The New York Times whick®
.said that Chapin Was being?
forced out beeause he hadt
‘been named in newspaper dis-
closures as' the contact man’

for Donald H. Segretti, a Calis,
fornia attorney who sald hei |
‘played’ a major role in chub"}f
lican efforts to disrupt Demo.d . -
cratic * primarles and engagéh

In esplonage -against Demb-
‘eratic presidential candidates;]
;_On Oct. 15 The Washingtoti:
'}Post reported that Chapin act'{f

-ed as a “contact” in Washings
;ton for Segrettl's spying activi'
Ities,” according to fedemzl‘
/sourcc and a sworn statement'
by a California lawyer who: -
was a friend of hoth Chapiif
and Segrettl. - i
¢, In addition, the sources sai&?
~and numerous telephone;
cafls confirmed—that Sefretti: -
had reguiar contact with fors
mer “White House consuitan]
E. Howard . Hunt Jr. Hun
pleaded  guilty earlfor thig'
‘month to all charges againgt -
him in the Watergate bugging) .
case. R 2

Time maszine reﬁbt:te‘dwﬂi;ﬂ‘g

The Washington Post co!




3

' trial. The case is ‘expected to’
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firmed—that Segretti was paid

about $35,000 for his spying:
activities by Herbert W, Kalm-
bach, President Nixon’s per-:

sonal attorney in California.
.- Time magazine also later
teported that Chapin had ac-
knowledged he hired Segretti.
It is known that Chapin told
‘the FBI that_he never asked
Segretti»to do anything' il-
lega

Even before today’s White
House announcement, ‘a high
White House officlal in Wash-
Ington, discussing reports of
Chapin's .departure, said that
#'a second grader could see
what's happened. Of course it's
"the Watergaté business, We'll
Ihever say that . . . Dwight’s
tune of the finest.”
" The official said Chapin is
_personally

Nixon, but that Chapin “got
caught in. the. middle.”

‘According to the offlclul, \
{here has been “serlous talk”|"
about Chapin leaving for sev-|

by Haldeman is “too strong.”

~.ed as the President's alter

looked on withj .
'greaf favor by President|

- has.handled the President ap-

‘eral months, and several busi-
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| Waterg:
SRS m
it
gt By Lawrence Meyer
Whashinglon Poat Statf Writer s
" The prosecution in the:
Watctgate bugging trial de-
scribed‘G Gordon Litdy yes-
treday ag “the hoss, the money.
- man, the supervisor” of the al-
‘leged conspiracy to hug the
.« Democratic Party, & man “not
4 - content to follow out what he
~was\ supposed to do" as a
“Nixon campaign aide.-
Prodded by Chief U.S. Dis-
Arict Judge John J. Sirica, the
1 "prosccution closed its case, the

defense opened and closed its

-case in » matter of hours and,

& sﬂnnl arguments were begun’ -

; yesterday—the 15th day of the:

¢ go to the jury today.
Liddy's lawyer, Peter Mar-
4 § oulis, told the jury ina brief
‘i, opening statement that Liddy
: 'had had & "shadow of guilt”
ccast on him from E. Howard
Hunt Jr., a former White
| House nldc who earlier
‘pleaded guilty to the same
‘i . charges of conspiracy, bur-
1 glary, and illegal wiretapping
f, ;-and eavesdvopping for which

“ Liddy s on trial. “I intend to-

" show this shadow is without

1 | substance,” Mavoulis sald.

+ Liddy and his codefendant,

-James W. McCord Jr., both of |

+ whom worked for the Commit.
tee for the Re-clection of the
“President ‘before the June 17
break-in at the Democratic Na-
‘tional Committec's Watergate
“headguarters, ave the only two
14 “remaining defendants of the
1 igeven, including Hunt, -otiglh

Approve

g ity g oo e e = e s e

. ‘work for the. Chinese and Rus-

: ‘nh\ly indicted. l‘our other men
. ‘besides Hunt, all from Miami,

‘fiesstilen close to -the White
House realized the situation
and have offered positions of
Iiigh pay and great responsl-
hility to Chapin.*

-The "official said that The
‘New "York Times report that
Chapin is being “forced out”

He indicated that it was more
& mutual understanding to
Jdvoid possible embarrassment,.
According to the official, Cha-
pin did not want to leave but
accepts the “realities” and is
hl%w looking . on the brighter
side.

Just as Haldeman is regard-

ego, carrying out the his or-
dets with energy and dispatch,
Chapin has been regarded as
Haldeman’s alter -ego. .

A brisk, efficlent and. per-
sunnble nldc Chapin not only

pointments schediile- under
Haldeman’s supervision but
has carried out such important
Asslgnments as the’ advance

ie

s today.,

by the publicity' surrounding

: CIA-RDP77-00432R0001 000760;011 -9

&lon trips. ;
« One White House aide’ told
‘a Washington Post reporter

last ycar that Chapin is “a!

super loyalist” and is “super-
dedicated” to the President;
‘believing that he will “go down
in history as the greatest jive
ing President.”

" Chapin first worked for Mr.;
Nixon in the unsuccessful Cali.’

fornia gubernatorial campaign
‘of 1962, and then -went to’
work for Haldeman at the J.

Walter  Thompson advertising’
ageney. .

;- Chapin declined to accept
-telephone call from newsmen

g At the Florida press hrlefind
‘today, Ziegler dismissed an in-
quiry @bout Chapin’s relation-
,ship with Segrett! as “4 quest-
‘hm from - the past’ and
‘refused to discuss it, He did
[say, though, that Chapin's
'effectiveness at the White
‘House had not been hampered

Jury E pr@c&@dﬁ *é,u Gc
ugging ©

spiracy. When the five pcrsons '
who pleaded guilty entered:

e

the Water gate affair.’ TR
Chapin and Ziegler were
fcollege friends at the Univer.
sity of Southern California,
and the White. House press
secretary said he had talked
‘personally with Chapin many
[times about his plans. Ziegler
'sald Chapin had “received &
jnumber of very fine offery
from a number of very fine
¢ompanies” and indicated that
ithis was the motivauon for hls
decision. -
. “He made the deciston té
leave because he declded thig
was the time to move to. a busi]
‘hess career,”. Zlegler sald.
‘Ziegler spent several minutéy
lauding Chapin’s “fine contrk
‘bution to the presidency” aud
(deploring the news account
that he was forced to leave, At
obte point Ziegler interrupted
his comments sbout Chapm té‘
\Bay: i
;. “Some people’ in this roofi
in- looking at each-other with
keptical'eye .. , that iy verg
[htﬂortunate "o v

‘also have pleuded gullty.

As Maroulis was delivering
his opening statement, assert-
ing that both the prosccution
‘and defense concede that Lid-
dy’s superlors at the commit-
tee “are on the safe side of the
e of innocence,” Sirlea In-
terrupted him

“Wait a minute now,” Sirica
sald. “Who tade that
concession? Mr. Silbert (the
chief prosecutor)? You are ar-
guing what you think the evi-
dence is. This is for the jury
to decide.”

Maroulis had asserted that'
deputy camphign ditrector Jeb
Stuart Magruder, scheduling:
director Herbert L. Porter, ad-|

ministrative director Robeft

C. Odle Jr. and campaign
‘tréasurer Hugh W. Sloat Jti—
all re-election committee offi-’
clals with whom Liddy had;
.frequent. contdet-—""are with:
jout involvement and of coutse,
had no criminal intent” :

;  Sirica said that if the jurots
i“decide that Mr. Magruder or,
Mr. Odle or Mr. Sloan are in-
volved in this alleged consplr-

acy, they can do it. However,,

they're not on trial. I will
grant you that. ‘They ' (the
jurors) can draw ‘their own
conclusions from the evidence
in the case.”

Sirica has® repeatedly ex..
pressed  his  determination
throughout. the trial to find
out who else; "¢ anyone,” was

l&‘i’-’lmkerleg’ge 51659{}0‘%

their plea, Sirlea attempted lo
question each of thém to .de-
termine whether anyone other
than the, seven porsons ine
dicted was involved.

As a legol matter, however,]
the jury can do nothing more
in the case than decide the
guilt or innocence of Liddy
and McCord. It Is not the
function of a jury in a crimi-
nal trial to formally diclose
any findings beyond a verdict
‘or to recommend further ac:
tion at the concluqlon of a
trial.

Liddy ‘and McCord: each?
“called three witnesses to tes-
tify yesterday concerning’
their character and reputation
{n the community. Each of the
six witnesses testified that the
‘defendant about whom he or
fhe was testifying had an ex:
cellent reputation. :

In presenting its case, the
prosecution called 51 wit-]
fiesses, . In addition to the 60
witnesses on its original‘list,
the prosecution called three
witnesses it had " not an-
nounced at the trial's begin.
ning would appear. .
of the 12 witnesses not
calted by the prosecution,
three are FBI agents, Two
other. witnesses, Robert
Schretber and Mary Denburg,
did not have to be called be:
cause thelr testimony  was
agreed to by stipulation. A
sixth witness, Thomas Yann,,
is an official of Hunt's country.

."&'l?iﬂﬁlg‘ipi-'c@e&%m“ﬁomh

heeded as & witness after Hunt
pleaded guilty. A seventh wit-
ness Margaret Johnson, of
Glendale, Calif,, also was not
called because of Hunt's gullty]
plea, according’ to informed
sources.

The principal witness who’
was not called was Jack Slewn'
art, a former CIA agent de*
geribed by the prosecution P
a man Hunt attempted to re:
eruit for electronic survells
lance activities. Stewart, a¢)
cording to the prosecutioh, ré;
jected Hunt's job offer, Stve
nrt’s testimony was ruled bul.
by Sirica. as being “too g
moté” to the time of the al
{eged conspiracy, 3

Two additional witnesses—
Diane Konowalski and Esthef!
Kirby—are employees o fotin: )

er employees of proqecuuon '
witnesses who were called,

The testimony of these two)
witnesses was not needed, it lﬁ
understood, hecause 1t would:
have dupllcated testimony
given by others. . 4

The tiwo rematning wltnesa
‘Ses—Maria Marti and Sylvia
Campos—both are f p o i
Florida, Thelr testimony, 4
is - understood, ‘would ave
involved purchnses made by
gome of the four defendnnm
who pleaded guilty.

In his closing argument, Agd: -

sistant U.8, Attorney Earl J.
Silbert, the main prosecutor in’
the trial, emphasized Liddy's'
“nlleged role as the ringleadef;
in the conspivacy. At no time
007600rk-2rial began has thy

TN T
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‘Betuestered - Jury been {fi
formed that Hunt and four
dther defendants have pleaded

gullty. : '
¢ Silbert traced the testimonyi
in the trial, recalling that 25-
“year-ald Thomas Gregory sald |
" he was recruited by Hunt to
spy first on. Sen.’ ‘F‘dmund S.
Muskle’s campaign for ‘the

Democratic Presidential. nomi-"

‘natlon and later on the .cam

paign  of Sen George . Mco :

(}overn -
. At one polnt Sllbert re-'
cnlled Gregory testified that’

Hunt picked him up in a car’
‘at night. A.third man, wearlng ‘

‘dark glubseq, was in the back’
‘seat. :
{ As he-spoke through'grltted j
‘teeth, ‘Silbert . turned and:
“fnced Liddy, who sat back In!
his. chalr, rocking slowly, a
falnt smilée on his face. “Who
‘wag 1t?” Stibert said. “The de-
fendant Liddy, waving to you
ias- he waved so many times
throughout this ‘trial. A big]
Joke.'
‘dy gave a brief wave with
his hand, a gesture he has’
made several times to respond
%3 witnesscs who identlfied

Lnter. Silbert rccnlled how
Gregory had testified concern-

As Silbert: spoke, Lid-}!

Ing a meeting in-the Manger-
Hamilton Hotel at 14th and K
Streets NW, attended by all

dicted. “And there you have
the classic consplracy,” Silbert’
sald. “All the conspirators- to-
gether, plotting, planning, con-
spiring together.”

Sithert also referved to testi-
mony that Liddy, a lawyer,
- ‘and Hunt had traveled to-
", gether, using the aliases of
GcmL’o Leonard and Ed War-

. “Since when does s law-
yor ..+ have to run around the’
country—Cnlifornia, Mtamt, in-
his own city—using an nlins it
he's engaged in honest, valid,
legitimate 'ncﬂvny," Stibert
tnld. . i
After’ pnlicc arrosted ~ Me-
Cord and the four men from’
Miami inside ' the Watergate
on June 17 at 2:30 am,, Sithert
Trecalled that Hunt had con-
tacted M. Douglas Caddy and,
that Caddy had testified he
spoke ‘with Liddy at § am,
Caddy sald- Liddy retained
him -at_that time as his own’
lawyer. “At 3 o'clock In the
Imorning,” . Silbert sald,
{o'elock in the morning .. . 1v
eryone has a right to relain\
lawyer, but at 5 o’clock in the
morning?” N
_ Stlbert reminded the jury:
that a few days after the
break-ii Hunt's employer, Rob-
ért ¥. Bennett, testified that
Liddy - called -him, Liddy
wanted to meet him, Bennett’
sald, but not in his office, be-
cause he was afraid of survell-,
lance.

“Again  gesturing toward.
L!(ldv a former FBI agent and
an ex-prosccutor in Dutchess
| County, N.Y, Silbert sald,
“He's plnving cops and - rob-
bers, that's what he's doing.
Only this. time, he isn't the’

geven -of the ‘men. later in.:

“g ,

1
'
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By Lawrcncc Mcyer )

Wnshlhuton Post Stalf ertur .
Two formér : officlals “of:

President leon 5 re-el

n
v'Inddy and James W Mc§
Ity werer convmted"

R
hr;,laly and - buggmg

Democratlc Party’s - _Watetu
‘gate headquarters ol

% Aftér 16 days of irial"span:-
- filng 60 witnesses. and more:

than 100 "pieces . of: ‘evidence, .

the jury found them guilty of -
.all charges’ against them. in
“Just under 90 minutes.”

- Chief U.S. Di:trict Judge
John J. Sirica ordered Liddy,”
who was also a former White!
Housc. aide, FBI' agent and .
prosecutor, and McCord, a vet..:
-{eran of the CIA ‘and the FBI,
jailed wilhout bond. “Sirica’ -
said he would hold a hoearing:
on bail after defensé lawyers '
file formal written. motions.

‘Lawyers for both Liddy and’
McCord said they would ap+
peal the convictions, with Mc-
Cord's Jawyer altacking the,
conduet of Judge Sirica dur»
ing thetrial.

Five other men who were ln~

'T!

He's the robber.”
Liddy had been authorized’
by Magruder to earry out 1n-]
telligence activites, Silbert*
sald, but Liddy was “not cone;
tent to follow out what he was:
supposed to do. He had to;
[twist it, to divert it.” te

McCord and Liddy  “'were,
off on an enterprise of their

own,” Silbert said. Liddy took’
$114,000 in checks that had’
been turned over to Sloan as’
campaign contributions, ton--
verted the money to cash and
then gave it back to Sloan, Sl
bert said. Liddy then -took.
back $24,000, Silbert said, part’
of the estimnted $232,000 he:
recclved to conduct activites -
for the committee. The
$24,000, Silbert said, is “the’
mohey we have traced into the’
possesston . . . of the four per-
gons from Minml.

. Referring to MeCord, also a

cop.

mer CIA employee, Silbert
said, “Isn't it sad. Formet FBI
agent, ismt it sad, directing
the 1ntcrccpuon of telophone
conversations.” P
The “proof of guilt 15 So
mcrwholmmg »  Gilbert told
the jury, “that the only ver-
dict fatr and consistent with
the evidence and fair to both
sides would be a verdict of
guilty on all counts in whlch
they are charged” - .. ::

formcr FBI agent and a foi-

dicted " with  Liddy. dnd’ ‘Mo
i Cord, including former White
| House aide and Clz\ agent E.:
Howard Hunt' ' Jr,, ' pleaded-
guxltv early in the trial to- alh

] chargos against them:: * -
Liddy, 42, had maintained aa

‘talm, enerally ‘smiling exte-l
Plor ‘throughout the trial, He®
stood tmpassive, with his arms;
'tolded, as deputy courl clerk;
1.eCount Patterson téad the;
jury's: verdiet, repcating - sixz
times; “guilty/” once for each”’

McCord, 53, also showed no .
‘einotion hs Patterson read the

counts against him.

el for the Committee: for the’

tence of 85 years. McCord, for- !

mer ‘security director for the’;

commiitee,
maximum sentoncé

years. Sirica- set no date for

sentencing.

{. Before being 1ailed by dep-

{braced his -lawyer, Peter L.
Maroulis, patted him on the
hack, and ina gesture that be-
came his trademark in the'
trial, gave one final wave to

the spectators and press, be-
Jore he'was led away.

¢ Principal Assistant U.S, At-|
torney Earl J. Silbert said, af-
ter'thé vendict was returned.
that it was “fair and just.”

* In hi8 final statement to the
jury, Silbert told the eight
‘women and four men that
“when people cannot get to-
gether for political purposes
without fear that their prem-
ises will be burglarized, their
‘conversations  bugged, their
phones lapped . . . you breed
distrust, you brecd suspicion,

you lose confidence, fnith and
crcdibllity ”

Silbert asked . the jury to
“bring in a verdict that will
help restore the faith in-the
democratic system “that has
been so-damaged by the con-
duct of these ‘two defendants
‘and thetr coconspirators.”

Despite repeated attempts
by Judge Sirica to find out if
anyone else besides the seven
defendants was. involved in
the. conspiracy, testimony inj
the trial was: largely confined
by the prosecution to proving
‘its case azainst Liddy and Mc-
Cord, with occasional mention
made of the .five who had
pleaded . guilty,. ' The jury
which was . 'sequcstered
throughout the - trial,
never told of the gullty pleas. ’

When Hunt pleaded guilty

Jan. 11, Sirica questioned him’
in an attempt to find out if
anyone besides the persons In-_
dicted was involved In lhe con»
spiracy.

.Hunt's lawyer, Willlam 0.
‘Bi{tman,blocked Sirica’s quies-
tions, saying the. prosecution
‘had told him it intended to.
¢all Hunt and any other de-
tendant who was convicted to:
bmfy before the grand jury.

An apparent purpose of re-
fiewed grand jury testimony
‘would be to probe the invdlve:

36

.\ The - prosecution

of the counts against him. 2

word  “guilty” for all eighte

Liddy, former Ilnnnce coun-
Re-clection of the President,:
could receive. a maximum - sen-”

could recexve a)

uty U.S. marshals Liddy em-,

il years'
'1$10,000 fine)

{intent to steal the property

wag'

‘Inent of othérsin the buggmﬂ .
Asked yesterday what steps he:
now intended to take, Sllbérb :
said, “I don’t think T'Il coms:
!hent on anything further,” -
.According to testimohy -if] .
the trial, Liddy- was giveny .
jabout $232 000 in" campalgni :
ifunds purportedly to carry outy
a number of intelligence-gaths
eﬂng assignments given himi,
y ' deputy campaign . director
Jeb Stuart Magruder. . :
sald ] ¢
‘could account for “ofly about
$50,000 of this-money, and that; -
It was used to finance the spys!
Jhg operation against, thé‘
Pemocratic Party, ]
agrument to the jury,
called. Liddy
“mastermind, the boss,
honey-man” of the operatlon
Maroulis, defending Liddy/
attempted to put the blame on‘ :
Hunt, who Maroulis sald wa#
Liddy's trusted friend. “Froni -
the evidence here. 1t can wel
bd inferred that Mr. Liddy go@
hirt by that trust,” Mamun@l
Jsaid.
*McCord’s

3

lawyer, ' Cerald

Alch, told the jury that Me; - .
Cord “is thé {ype of man who% o

is loyal to his’country and who;
does what he. thinks is right!
|At one point, Judge. Sirica ini
fterrupted' and told Alch he} .
|was only glvlng hls "personal
opinwn "

Aleh eriticized “»lrlca durln

a recess, saylng the judge “di i
not limlt himself to acting as 4]
judge—he has become in addi.:
tion, a prosecutor and an%
investigator ', . . Not-only does)

he indicate that\}he defend:]
ants are guilty, but that a lot! -
of other people are guilty. Thé!
whole courtroom s permeated
with a prejudicial atmos—
here."
“Alch sald that “in, 18 yearﬁ
of practicing law” he had not;
been previously  Interrupte \
by a judge while giving his fi-
nal argument, .
McCord and Liddy - were A
each convicted of the follow‘ .
ing counts:’

" @ Conspiring to burglnrlze .
wiretap and elcctronlcally; .
eavesdrop on the Democrati¢
|Party’'s Watergate headquar-
jters. (Maximum penalty—five
imprisonment and . 8]

& Burglarizing the Demds-
cratic headquarters with the

of another. (Maximum penalty
—15 years imprisonment) °

® Burglarizing the . Demo-'
cratic headquarters with thé
intent {o unlawfully wiretds] -
land eavesdrop. (Maximum penﬂ']
alty»ls years.)

® Endeavoring  to ecaveg:f -
drop ilicgally. (Maximum- péfisj -
‘alty—five  years' Imprlson-
ment and a $10,000 fine.) -

] Lndcavoring o eretaﬁ e
flegally. (Mnxlmum penalty—
tive years' imprisonment and
a $10000 fine.)

o liegal wirc(appmg (Maxl“
mum penalty—five years' imd - "
prisonment and & 510000 E

. 1 addltlon. ‘MeCord* 'wais
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Apptoved For.Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100070001-9 "

"convicted of two additional
counts: . ¢

@ Possession of a device pri-
marily .useful for the sutrep-
titlous interception of oral
#6'm m unications. (Maximum
penalty—five years' imprison-|
.ment -and a $10, 000 fine.)
" & Pogsession of a device!
primarlly useful for the sur-
‘teptitious interception of wire,
tommunications, (M ax{mum/
penalty—Ilive yecars' imprlson‘
ment and a $10,000 fine) ° .

‘Although the total number -
“6f.years Liddy could be son-
‘tenced to adds up to 50 and
;McCord's total poisihle sen-,
{tefice adds up to .80 years,
nelther, according to legal
‘sources, can receive consecu-
“tive sentences for both burga
Hary counts.
;. A8 a result; ledys maxl‘
tmum sentence could be 33
‘years and a $40,000 fine ahd
“l. McCord’s maximum could be:
4 . 45 years and a $60,000 fine.

In ‘addition to” Liddy, Mc~
Cord and Hunt, four men from'
.Mianii were named in the in-
dictment—Bernard L. Barker,
Frank. Sturgls, Virgilio R. Gon-
zales and Lugcenio R. Martinez:
. AlY four pleaded guilly Jan.
15 to the seven counts’ with
iwhich they were charged.
- They face maximum sent’
ences of 40 years in jail and
fines of $50,000. The four men
were arrested, with McCord,,
by Washington police in the
‘Democratic  Parly . headquar-
ters at 2:30 am. on June 17.
The arrests marked the be.
‘gliining ut the Watergate af

Halr i
i These £1»e men, dressed in
business -suits and  wearing
ruhher . surgical ~ gloves, had
.{electronic bugging equipment
and sophisticated cameras and
film. In their possession or
thelr fooms they had $5,300 in-
$100 bitls. - .
The " story tmfnldul stowly.
. Thc day aftér the arrests, It

five men was the security co-
oidinatr for the President’s
fe-clection committee.. That |
was McCord, one of the two,
deféndmm left In the Water.
gnte trial vosterday, -

Two days after the break In,
.Whltc House consuitant Hunt
wag linked to the five sus
peets. Hunt pleaded guilty to
all counts in the opening dnys
of the trial,

" Near the end of July, it was'
learned that.the finance coun-
sel to the Nixon re-election
'commilteé was fired because,

he refused ty answer FBU
queﬂtlnns about the Watetgate,

buguing and break-in.  The,

Treasury and White House

was learned that one of the -

aide who was the other de-
'Iendant {o remain in the trial..
©On Aug. 1, The Washington.
Post reported that a $25.000
cashler's check intended ' as a
 tontribution to the Nixon re.
Jelection effort had hncn»dcpo&
fled in the Miami bank ac-
count of one of the \Vnecrga!e
suspects. The General | Ac

touniting’ Olﬂce the inVeétlgaa
tive arm of Congress, ordered’
an immediate audit of the
Nixon campaign finances,

The audit report concluded'
that former Commerce Secre-
tary - Maurice H. 'Stans, thet
chief Nixon fund-raiser, had a'
possible illegal cash fund of

. 1$350,000 in his office safe.

The $25,000 from -the cashv
fer's check and another $89, OOO}
from four: "Mexican -checksl
' passed through that fund, 1116
GAD concluded, LA L‘
 Last Friday, - (he Flnnncé‘
“Committee  to Re-elect ihe
‘President - pleadegt no contese
{n U.8. District Court‘ to etgh

violations of the ‘campaign: fi
nances law. . The éomplalht
charged, among other; thmgs)’
that financé committee” offi
bials falled to keep adequaté
records ‘of payments to Liddy.,
The committee. wa} ﬂned,
$8,000, -
. In’ September, reports sul‘t"
faced that a former FBT agent;
and self-deseribed participanb
in the bugging had become 2’
government " witness , in" the:
case. He was Alfred C. Bald-

win 1il, who later was to teév
tify that he monitored wirés
tapped conversations for thrée!
weeks from a listening post ln
the Howard Johnson Motor
Lodge across the street from

the Watergate. -

On Sept. 15, the . federal in-l
dictment “against . the. . :sevéx‘ii
original defendan*s was re‘
turned, - e e

The nékt day, The Podt e‘
ported that.the $330,000 cash.
fund kept In- the Stans safe
was used, in part,-as an’ intellis
gence - gathering fund. on'
Sept. 29, The Post erol‘tOﬁ
that Sources. cloge : the
Watergate mvesugatldn said;
that fortner Attorney Genéral.
John. N, Mltchell-v,:controhéd
disbursemerits-from  the, Intel.
ligence .fund’ - or ' so:called
“secret fund.” - e
. On, Oct.- 10, The Post . fe‘
ported: that the FBI had con:
cluded ' that ;the -Watergate
bugging was just one incidefit
in a campalgn of political espl-
onage and sabotage directed,
by the White House' and thé
leon comrhittee.: . P

" The story Idcntiﬂed Donald
H Segrettl, a young Callfornia
lawyer, as a paid politichl §py
who traveled around the Coun-
try recruiting -others and dis-
‘rUpting the “campaign$ of

tenders. . i

‘Five days Inler the PréQi-
dent’s appoimmems secretary,
Dwight L. Chapin, was identl.’
tied as- a ‘person who hire

Segrettl and received reports.
from him. Segretti’s ather coil-.
tact was Watergate defendént
Hunt:. chretu received about
$35,000 "in. pay for the disrup-.
tive activities ffom Herbert W

Kalmbach, the President’s. poF..
sonal. attorney. according: to,
(edcra1 lnveﬁﬂgmnra ERA A
This Monday- it w‘aa n-

signing his Whiteé House Job.

witness in'tHe tria

| Democtratic preeldem{al con‘

nnuncrd ‘that Chapin was e -

NEW YORK TIMES
1 February 1973

| Watergate Cohvmtlon

% 'The conviction of two of the sefiior officials in Presh;
‘dent Nixoti's campaign organization for criminal con-;
spiracy, burglary and. wiretapping of the Democratxci
National Committee’s Watergate" headquarters pmvesn

* . !that this smister operation was no trivial escapade by’

"unimportant persons. It was part of a larger, far—ﬂungﬂ

“well-financed plan to use political espionage and sabo-/

tage techniques to disrupt and defeat the political oppo--

ssition. The intrusion of these police state methods into, -

domestlc politics is without precedent and deserves the,
most thoroughgoing exposure and condemnation. -

- 'The White House has dissembled again:and again in

a frantic effort to divert the searchlight -of publiey
- suspicxon from its own responsibility for this ugly busi-
“ness. But thanks to the courage and tenacity of Chief, .
“Judge John J. Sirica of the United States District Court
who presided at the Watergate trial, the public now has!
.on record sworn testimony that former Attorney General,
*John N. Mitchell, the President’s campaign manager, an
former Secmtary of Commerce Maurice H. Stans, his}
“chief money - raiser, personally approved the disbursé-
ment of $199,000 to one of the gonvicted defendants to!
carry out this espionage. Judge Sirica elicited that testi<
mony from Hugh W. Sloan Jf,, the former' treasurer ‘of,
“the Committee for the Re- elechon of the President, after;
“the prosecutor in the case had unconsuonably failed. ttﬂ

) doso‘,.. ' 1

'Mr.- Sloan' also testified that one of the convncted
defendants told him after the police made the Watergate
arrests “My boys got caught last night. I made s mis-
take by using somebody from here whlch I told them‘
"1 would never do.” K

“That testimony was not contradicted, but neither dizi

;Mr. Sloan explain who was meant by “them.” It is a;
{fale deduction that senior White House aldes as well as:
Herbert W. Kalmbach, the President’s personal lawyer;
“hot only had knowledge of this repulsive operation but
also planned it, recruited agents for lt and recexved
their reports.

- Dwight L. Chiapin, Presxdent leon 3 appointmentéi
.seeretary, has been forced to resign because he has beery
'publxcly identified as the White House contact for oneti
‘of the agents. But no ohe who knows the amiable and
loyal Mr. Chapin believes that this young ‘man is more’1
-than the “fall guy”. for others more senior than himselfg
“in the White House apparatus who are still in office. ..
L MAll the facts have not been developed by either side; "
-Judge Sirica observed last, week to the lawyers for the‘
prosecutmn and the defense The indictments were drawn{
‘as narrowly as possible, and the Justice, Department ha§:

abecn less than ardent in exploting the fcase ) :

<1t 18 clearly the duty of the Senaté to go forward with

'lts inquiry and make an unremitting effort to identify
‘ail of the higher-ups and all of the ramifications of thl?‘}
riithless conspiracy ‘to subvet‘t the normal exercls@ of ¢
pomical fteedom ' A
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Still Sccret; Who Hired Sples’and Wh 3

lside the geheral period of thex i

: By Carl Bermtein
» and Bob’ Woodward "
o Wnnhlnuton Post 8taff Wruerk )
1 ’I‘he Watergate - bugging - trial Wns,

_ mm‘kedlby questions not -asked. of wit- <
neSSes, answers not given, withesses nnt
bahcd to testify and some lapses of mem-"
.mury hy those tcstifymg, under oath,

Ncws Armlysm
FWe of the seven origmal defenr' |nts
Hi-the case pléaded guilly in the opohing'

.ddys of the trial, narrowing Ats qmne,
LIvom the start.

o
B
RS

i &’, All séven men were lndictod by a Ied"

Jernl grand jury on charges of. conspiring:
‘lo obtaln information from the Democtats;

by b)c.nkimz into their - headquarters at:
athc ‘Watergate, stealing their documents,
. g{)hnlographing their correspondence, wire-
tapping their telephones. and planting
Llectronfe eavesdropping devices in thcir

offices. . v
" The puwndimz Judge said rcpeatcdly that!
‘he waited the trial to probe deeply into.
‘the bugging of the Democrats’ Watergate,_
“headquarters—its  sponsorship, funding,’

spurpose- and - ‘possible relationshlp to nl--
ilegations of a wider campaign of politlcal‘
-esplonage and sabotage. *

But “all the facts have not been dé-§
‘veloped by .either side,” - U.S. - Distriet:
*Court Chief Judge John J. Sirica said:
‘last week to lawyers for the prosecution!
fand the defense.

* Twice Sirica ordered : the
Jury from the. courtroom after
the prosccution’'s examination
of key witnesses and then]
qurctlnncd them himself about
.matters not probed Dy the‘
prosecution. i

.On Jan, 15, during the trial's:
'second weck, Sirica addlw:svd
four of .the defendants atter!
they had pleaded guilty and
outlined some of the issues he
.sald He coxpected to be devel-
.oped in the courtroom; Sirica
‘gald that the jury is “going to
wonder who, 1f anyone, hired
you to go in thcrc, if you were!
‘hired.. -

. “1 am just assuming that
Aley (the jury) will be asking
‘themselves these questions,”.
“Sirica continued as the four,
men stood before him. “They!
are going to want to know if
there are other pcople, that is
" higher-ups in the Hcpubhc:\n‘
Party or the Democratic Partyy
‘or any patty who me men-
‘ tfoned or who are involved in’
i '/this cnse and should be in this
-, pase, you understand that?

“The question will arise, un
{douhtedlv what was the mo-
" tive for dning what you peon‘e

say you did,” Sitlea’ said.
“oThey will want. o know
where, this money came from,
who was thc mohey man, who
. did the paying off ... They are
‘golng to want to know a lot of
thlnns before this .case is
- aver.

Those numnonn could have
..been posed to wiinesses from
three sources-—governmeni. at-
. torneys repfeseniing the pros.

&

i
PRI

‘Howard Hunt Jr,

‘ecution, \awyers Ior the - de:
‘fense and’the judge. - B
" “When the trial of the last
two defendants still on trial
‘—former White House aide G.
Gordon Liddy and James W,
MeCord Jr., the former secur-
ity coordinator jof . President

. ++ Nixons’ re-election committee
- -—ended yesterday in -convie-:
- . tion on’ all counts, the ques-
@ tlon

‘During - cross-examingtion of] .

remained’ unanswered.

. government witnesses, theip’

‘attorneys quite -expectedly’
have not: pursued the lines of-
inquiry - suggested by Judgeﬁ
Sirica. . ’{
. The’ gmerhmon for ; ltSI
‘part, acknowled;zed thnt it
knows the answers to many of}
'the judge's questions but con’
‘tends they are more infereny

tial than legally conclusive— ¥

and thercfore should not have!
‘been raised by the prosecutlon“
duting the trial.

Last Friday, Sirica rejectedo
the prosecution’s suggestion‘
that he read the ecret grand
Jury ‘mihutes of the case .'to!
find the answers to’ some: nf
‘his” questions, and sald he
would continue personally- td!
dnterrogate witnesses when he
!elt it necessary. :

- He then ordered that testl-
mony obtainéd by his own:
Questioning of - a key witness
outside the presence of the’
jury, bt read to the A2 mer-;
bers of the jury.

That tesumony revealed
that former Secretary ot Com-
‘merce Maurice H. Stans; fi-
‘france chairman of the Nixon
‘campaign, and former Attor-
fiey General John N. Mitchell,
‘the President’s campaign man-
‘Aget, ‘both had verified .that|
deputv campaign director Jeb
Stuart Magruder had author-
ity to approve cash payments
Yo Liddy for an intelligence
gathering operation.

The grand jury’s indictment,
‘which was drafted by the
three prosecutors and ap-
proved by their superiors in
the Justice Department, dealt
only with the activities of the
‘seven original defendants and
was limited to allegations the:
‘government belicved could be;
conclusively proven in court.. ¥

It mentioned none of the un-.
dercover activities that thel
-prosccutors previously . chat-
‘acterized as “improper” and
“despicahle,” but which, they
said carcfully skirted the edges
of the law on most occasions;
" Former White House aide E.|
pleaded’
Ruilty in the trial's rourth day,’
and. the four Miami men ar-.
rested inside the Watergate ony
June 17 followed his lead two,
‘days later.

When the five defcndantﬁ
wére dropped from the case,;
it was no longer legally per-.
missible io admit as testimony.
the details of any donversas
tions they might have had out-

|1 should ask questions,

¢onspiracy alleged in the grand,
kjurys indictment—-May 1 to
‘June 17. . -

L That applies to statements'
‘reportedly made by Hunt and
isome .of the Miami men that
-high presidential aides had ad-i
svance knowledge of the Wateri,
'gate bugging and other under-
‘cover activities against the
Democrats,

- Since the guilty’ pleas were,
entered, the prosecution did’
'not call about 10 persons on
its witness list who tould have
testified about matters relat-
lng to. the five men.

‘It did not ‘call Hunt and the
tour others who pleaded gumy
as witnesses against the two
remaining defendants. There;
+was legal precedent for put-
[ting them on the witnesd stand.
dn the .trial, but the pfosecusj
tion sald 1t would’ prefer tg:
bring ‘the five before a grand
jury for secret dquestioning!
about their knowledge of the'
Watergate bugging and relat«D
ed matters, ),
:“The truth will come oﬁt,‘x§

* [the judge declared last Tuest

day. Then he paused and
‘added: “I hope ‘it will comé
out In-this case. And if | thlnki
to!
ring out additional facts thaﬂ
havén’t been developed,
shall continue to do so’ - ¢
" That afternoon, Sirica ques-
tioned Hugh W. Sloan Jr., the'
:former treasurer of the conu-«
mittee for the Re-election of
the President, about the au-
thorization of large cash pay-
ments to Liddy—then finance:
tcounsel of the Nixon commxt»;
e,

According - to investigator&
and the prosecution, Sloan had
no prior knowledge of the'
Watergate bugging or any,
other _ espionage  aciivities!
against the Democrats. He
quit his job when, after Junue
17, he learned. that money he: -
had been disbursing was used:
for clandestine operations, in-
vestigators have said.

In response to his orlglnni
questioning by the prosceu:’
tion, Sloan testified Tuesday.
that he paid Liddy $199.000 on’
orders from Jeb Stuat Magru-
der, then deptuy divector of)
President ‘Nixon's re- elevtion‘
campaign. Rl

Earlier Magruder had tes! 11
Tied that he approverd the:
$109,000 cash payments td
Liddy for purposes of settlnn‘
up an “intelligence network",
which, Magruder sald, would
tise nnlv legal methods to ob
tain information.

“ Neither Magruder nor Sloan
was asked by the. prasecation.
who had authorized the
payments to Liddy or who else;
might have known about the:
“Intelligence network.” Judge'
Sirlea did nol question Magrus
der, a former Whiie House'
;ame who .was the . second:in.!
«ommand of the Niton cam
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lpaign committee. s

However, Sirica, ewuscd
the jury and questioned Sloan,,
‘the  campaign treasurer, at,
‘length. The judge asked Sloah'
.41 questions, including these:
In the following exchange:

. Sirtea: What was the pur-
pose of turning $189,000 over
to Liddy? o \

. .Sloan: 1 have no idea.

,Sirica: You have no idea?.

. "Sloan: No sir.-

Sirica: You can't give us ahy
{nformation at all?

Sloan: No sir. I was merely
tuthorized to do so. I was not,
told the purpose. -

Sirfca: Who authorizéd you
“to turn the $19¢)L‘00 over to
Mr. Liddy in cash?”

" Sloan: Jeb Magruder.
Sirfea: For what prupose?

Sloan, 1 have no tdeal, . .

Sirica: You didn't quesn'm

Mt. Magruder ahout the pux‘
" |pose of the$19ﬂ 000

. Slotin: No sir, I verified wlth
Mr. Stans'and Mr. Mitchell
that he was auth0r17ed tn .
make those.” -

Sirnca You vermcd it
who?

Sloan: Sccrctmv Stans, the
finance chairman, and 1 didn't
dircctly, but he verified it with
John Mitcheli, thc Lampmqn
chairman,

‘Sirtca: THis $109.000 Lould
be turhed over to Mr, Liddy is
what: you are saying? ‘ .
~ Slean: Not the spacilic
amount, but Mr. Magruder, his
authorization was authoriza-
lion enough to turn over the
sums in question: - :
As.is cuslomary of ;,ovcm
teht. witnesses tn - eriminal
trials, Sloan had been told in
Advance by the pmsecution of,
what he would gencrally be
asked on the witness stand by
the. government. When Sloan
had been questioned hy the,
prosccution about the $189,000°
payments and other. morey;
Liddy was futhorized lo re-,
telve, the relevant . cxchange!
went this way:

Prosecutor: Did there mme
i time in the end of March or!
carly April when yon had a;
conversation with Mr. Liddy
about cash disbursements lo
him?,

Stoan: Yes ... Mr Liddy
tame to me Indicating that he
was being authorized a consid.!
erable allocation of . cash.
funds. He 'had with him at that;
time what seemed to b~ al
budpet which he did. not show!
to me other than.the figures
on it. 1t totaled $250,000. The®
first disbursement he indi-
cated he -would need fairly.
ghortly would be $83.000 with
roughly $12,000 disbursements
following.

© Prosecutor: After Mr, Liddy:
gave you this information

\Ylth

and the disbursement relating
to the $83.000, did you cheek:

th'lt with Jeb l\1:wmrlm" .
'} Sloan: Yes 1 did. !

Prosecutor: What did he tell-
you? ,

Sloan: He indicated that
this budget wns in fact—-this
allocation was ih fact author.
fzed to Mr. Liddy. He indi.

about the budget, the $250,000, .

‘tated, however, thiat he wished

in cach specific .instance. to
tlear the amount and the tim-
lng of the distribution. o s

1, The testimony of Sloan to

- Sirica was different from the

interrogation by the prosecu-;
tion in other key respects. Sirs
{ea,” unlike the prosecution,]
asked Sloan why hé left the
:‘Nixon committee and was told
he quit because of the Watepj
fate incident and “ .'. the
internal situations that. existed'
iti the committee at the time.”."

Sloan alsd. gave a different
‘dccount to thHe judge of what,
Liddy had told him the da)i '
police had arrested five nien-
inside the Watergate on June
17.

When asked by the prosecua
tton- what Liddy had sald
Sloan answerced: *“He said to:
'the best of my recollection,
‘My boys got caught, last night.:

I made a mistake. ‘1 used
somebody from here, which I
sald 1'd never do. I'm afraid 4
am going to lose my job.'”. (é

When  Sirica  questioned’
Sloan, he gave ‘essentially’ the!
|same account but changed the;
phmsc “1. used somebody -
from here, "which T sald I'd!
‘mever ‘do,” to “I made a mis-
take by using somchody from)
‘here, which 1- told thcm I.
would never do.”” -

Sloan, however, was nof
tasked whether he knew ‘who
‘Liddy meant by “them” "’ "~

Assistant U.S. Attorney Earl{
I, Silbert, the chief prosecutor:
in the case, told Sirica later:
that “there was nothing in Mr,.
Sloan’s testimohy that was a
surprise to us or. that we dld*
not know.” .

Silbert mcqided over thé'
grand jury that. investigated’
the Watergate bugging and!
the proseccutioh received the;
FB1's ficld reports in the case.:
. 'Among them were reports
describing interviews with the
four officials of President Nix.,
on's re- election committee
who testified in the trial Tues-
day.’ The four,” who also ap-
.peared before the grand jury,
‘'were Herbert L. Porter, sched:
tiling” directot of - the "®ixon
campaign; Robert C. Okle, di-
rector of administration; Ma:}
gruder, and Sloan. All are ex-
Whiteé House aides. -

Federal investigators- lave
‘told The Washington Post that
as much as $750,000 in Nixon
campaign funds was expended
on espionage and sabotage op..
‘erations against the Demo-
cerals and that Mitchell, Ma. |
gruder, Porter and Stans were!
among’ high campaign and.
White House officials who had
authority to receive or ap-
prove such - cash payments
from Slean. - -

Neither Judge Sirica hor the
proseculion asked any of the’
Nixon commiftce officials on
Tuesday whether they knew of
anyone in addition to those
four persons who received or
approved such payments. Nor.
were they asked ‘whether the
money recétved by Liddy was
the-only cash Sloan disbursecd

. vmwcg

switness, and that (here 'js. no’

fof clahdestiné dbemtlons )

Among such payments. ac-
cording to' federal investiga-
tors, were at least $25,000 to
Magruder; and a minimum of
$35,000 to Herbert W. Kalm-
bach, President Nixon's per-
gonal lawyer and until April 7.
the deputy finance chairman
of his re-election campaign.
A Investigators reported that
Kalmbach who was also inter.
by the ¥BI, gave the
money lo'a California allor-
ney, Donald ‘H. Segretti, to spy
“On and disrupt the primary
fampaigns of various Demo
crdtlc presidential candidates.

The nanie . .of Segretti, who
also was interviewed by the
‘FBI and appeared before the
'Watergate grand jury, was
struck from the prosecution's
proposed list of witnesses at
about the same time, that the
.government learned that How:
ard -Hunt wanted to piead
guilty.

According to federal investi-

5

tpators, Segretti was recruited
'to- participate in spying and
sabotage operations by Dwight
L. Chapin, President Nixon's
appointments secretary. and
deported on:.his activities lo
both Hunt and.Chapin.
Testirdony either from -or’
abnut Segretti, who federal in-
vesligators say was not in<
Volved in the Watergate bug-
igmg but réceived other under-
‘cover assignments from Hunt,’
might have dealt with some of
ihe broader questions Judge
Sirica said he wanted - an:
swered al the trial, .
“ In an account b/v The Los
Angeles Times, Assistant U.S.
‘Attorney Silbert is reported to
have said that Scuretti “wouLd
shave to be tied in with som
tHing illegal” to be called as a

evidence he broke any laws,

“Silbert agreed in an inter-
view that allegations aboul
Segretti, if true, could place
the Watergate case in a larger
perspective for jurors,” The
Times account said..

Many of the broader issues
posed hy Judge Sirica: were
explored in detail by the FBI,]
particularly in its questioning
of the four Nixon committee
officials who testified Tues.
day. Among -lhj questions cov-
ered by the 'FBI, but not
raiscd at the trial, were: :

® Who conceived the origl
nal idea for the “Intelligence
network” mentioned: by Ma-
gruder in his testimony, and
who gave final approval to the
plans? According to Investiga-
tions, the decision to under-
take undercover operationsg
against the Democrats wag
made in the White House as a
basic strategic clement of the
President's re-election cam:
paign and the plans were di.’

rected by presideniial ‘aides at;
the Commiittee for the Re- clec:,

ion of the President.

' 0 What Information was ré.
eélved for' the $235,000 in cam-
paign funds, which, according
tn court testimony, was given

‘dffielals feel 1t was: necegsary,

‘and who—besides Porter and?
:Magruder — received informad
ition?, Magruder and Porter.
mentioned four items of iu-
formation they received: daty’
ahout an anticipated demon-
stration in Manchester, N.H,,
by a left-wing group, infor-
mation. about & right-wing)|
demonstration it Miami; Indi-
jcations that as many as 250 000,

e
ST

tdemonstrators tould ‘be et
pected at the Republi¢ans’ ini:
Jtial" converition site of San;
Diego and {nformation about:
4 “majot polluter” who wasﬁv
giving finanecial support ' to &
Democratic presidential cnndhi
date.

According to. inchtigators,l
additional information. was rﬂ-*
ceived from Liddy, some of if.
directed to other officials ati
'the White " Hotise and
Nixon re-election committee.
® What other lhtclligence
jasslgnments  did - Magrudes
p};ve Liddy? Magruder testic

fled that there were “a num:
Her of others.” He was asked
by the prosecution to give afy

‘texample and mentioned the:

investigation about the major
polluter and the Democratle

. presidential eandidate, ﬁﬁlthér
"of whom he named. Accoldiftg
‘to investigators, the candidate,
was Sen. Edmurnd 8, Muakie,
rapparently. the- prineipal  tac.
get of the Nixoh campaign'fx
undercnver operations. ° .7

o Why' was' the $235000
“never accounted for_ by -re.
‘sponsible campaign officlalq i
either internal audits or c¢dm-
palgin spending reports - filad.
With-the General. Accounting
‘Office? In jts. opening - stats.,
ment, the prosecution éald
that federal investigators have
only been able to trace $50, 00%
of the total. .

e Why were recorda of. tHe
‘transactions involving « _ the
$235,000 destroyed,. and -what
other records relating -to- ud-
dercover  activities. " werg)
idestroyed? .Porler and - Sloaj]
testitied that they - destroyed
their records because they dig,
‘hot "see any need for: thes;
Odle testified that, hours afte}l
the Watergate break-l, he led.
Liddy to thé biggest &g
shredder {n the offices of {he
Committee for the. Re»election‘
of the President. © | .

% Why did the. leon P
election committee, which ¢oit-
ducted almost all of it busl-
ness by check, deal with' Liddy
in cash—most. of It in'§1
Bills. Testimony -in. the  tyinl
has shown that the seven men)
indicted in the case used: 3168
bills on at least 14 occasons to,
buy plane tickets, pay for hge
tel rooms, radio recelvem,
meals and other expenses,
One hundred dollar billg
wmch the ' judge - has. faid
“were floating around .Mké
coupons,” were immd on {ho]
five men arrested fn’ the Wa»

tergate. RN I

® Why dtd Nizon’ cnmmmée

to hire 10 coliége.age students:
to infiltrate left-wing’ mumz
Porter testified that the 14

Liddy for intelligence wor «
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Hhernseives.into such ofganidd:;
itlons as’ the Yipples ard the;
SDS and other such radical,
groups.”. He sald -the - Nixopn;
‘committee was "not privy to a:
fot ‘of the information that,
say, the Secret Service had or
:the FBI on state ‘and 1ocal gov-|
ernment police agencies might
have on the activities of these
groups.” Did the Nixon -com-
mittee officials believe the po-
lice and FBI would not pro-
vide them. with the hecessary
information? ¢ v 000
. On Jan, i1, the' fourth day
of the trial, when .formeér
White Hoitse consultant. How:
ard -Hunt pleaded - gullty,
Judge Sirica first began his at-
tempt to probe -more -deeply

into the motives behind:the al:
léged conspiracy. - .00
'oath, Sirica ealled him 'to the:
bench arid agked Hunt how hé
igot. into the. alleged “conspity:

“acy: Hutit’s attorney, Williami- -
. Bittman, intervened . and:

‘8ald- it might be improper for:
Hunt to answer - the -question’
.because Hunt woild be. called:
before the grand jury later to.

answer such question§ In 'se.. °

«cret, Sirica- dropped: the: line;
of questioning. . 7" [ iy

.+ When. four: other - men, 41l

‘from Miami, . pleaded " guilty:

Jan. 15, Sirica called them be-.
fore bim to answer similar:
questions — again not uhder:
oath. Sirica asked Eugenio R.:
Mnrtinez, oné of the ‘Miami de-
fendants, .the following q“éa'{

Though Hint was. not under! -

iwhat I mean? .. =

you to tell me how you. got’

it = happen | :
involved? Do you understand

got mixed up (in this)? .. °

that you -have: read “in . the:

leharges (Indictment) - are - true:
-|and arejust to the-truth.:.

“|. Sirica: Thatig-& blanket dh-

awer..T want to kiow specifie
i, Martinez: 1 am sorry.

" Sirica} I, want. specific Ans
gby?kers to. m"iy .questions.’ I am
‘not satisfied. - -~ T ¢

i Sirlea ‘did not get specific

answers. - Martineéz -repeatdd
‘the charges in the indictmient
and-acknowledged their trith,
The four Midgmi men; who aré’

" ‘pithér Cubans or. have close

tles with Cuba,, said they were
hot paid, exeept for- expenses
-and ‘became’involved, becausé:
fthey, thought . their: actions:
‘would help.frée Cuba ‘from Pi-:
del Castro'Srule.” ~ "7 >
. 'Numerou (i-e'p'orts'. and. gdv-
eérnment rectrds sdy ‘that ail
‘four, workéd-at ong time or an-
‘other . for ;the  CIA. - SiMcd
asked them.{f they had, He'got
‘answets. of :elthér, *“No, your
honor™ or *“Not that'I' know,

S P

Your honor.”. " i i
" When defdndant: Beriiard L.
Barker; 8 Miami' real 'estate
agent, was Asked who Sent Him

from the béginhing and T want: ctiol . (1
' ‘tesponded:-- “For a défirfite
into this conspiracy, how " dids
that.. you got’ X y A
! The: judge later-

A
' Martines: Yes, T understand:
- Sirica: Tell, me. in your-own
words what you did, how’y(‘i‘ﬂf

- Martinez: 1 believe: the facts”

‘Slection’ . thmpalgh;”’ **hE

'fact I"cannot state who sent
‘that money.? ! = it < T
.o The .  asked:
Don't . you ' ihink it -.wia
Jstratige’tht amount . of moneéy
out ; beirig

anything?”.

;. Barker ° res

T registered.’ of
e e

T ‘responded:’ “Ne, 1

don’t: thihk it'is strange, ybuf
‘honor. Like'I 'said, I have pré:
‘viously, before ' this “béén ii:;
Volved' (n  other opératiofis
iwhich took ' ‘the  stranzenesd,
‘dut of that as far ds I'was cols;
. Later Sirica 'said, “1_dor't
‘belleve “you,” 'when Barkek
‘said he. got the money “in the
‘mail; in"a blafik envelope.” '*

dial court transcript, the fous
in chorus™ answered-19 gues-
tlons. | They- answered”, with
“No, yout honor” when: askéd
1f they were coerced to plead
guilty, or given any monéy br
promises, - and, ““Yes, - -yout
honor*” or’ “Yes, sir" "when’

€ach of {lie seven charges-if
the Indictriient afainst them.' -
i.0n.- Monday, = Judge - Sirfes.
Yuestioned Alfred:C. Baldwin
{I11, & former FBI. agent and
.keéy prosecution witness whb
testified that . he  monitored
Wiretappéd telephone calls. at
defendant . McCord’s instrue..
tion, In earlier testimoriy, Bald.
Win séid that McCord: usually
ireceived the logs of the monis

‘doming through the’ mail with: -

! /Then, according to the offf:

asked if. they were gullty-to °

‘Baldwin deliver’ the ‘logh;:.ty
‘the 'Committee for the Ré&
felection-of ‘thé President."

{ Sirica -asked -Baldwin.'t
tollowing questions:. .- -

_- Sirica: But you,alsa'smea ¥
tHat you received a telephone -
‘call from -Mt.: MeCord -from ¢
Miamt in- whieh -1 think . the
substance of your' testimon¥y-
Wwas that as to’ oné particulay
fog, he wanted you to put that
1A a manila’ envélope and stas =
ple it, and he gave you thd!
hame of the party to whor theé
material-was to be deliverdh,] ]
Fdorreet?, et Tk
. Baldwin: 'Yés, your honof: ?
$1Sirlea: You wrote' the- fatad]
lof that party,-correet?. 4
* Baldwin: Yes,; I-did.

3

‘| Girlca: 'On the - enveloga:

‘You personally took that enves!
lope:to the Committed td Rey
#lect the President, corréctdsy
- Baldwin: Yes; Fdid. . : ..
. Sirica: And you werd Undéf,
Atriet instructions - from . .Me
NeCotd to give it to the harty,
that was naméd od :the énve:
ope, right? .o ;
.- Baldwinl: Yeg. .o o]
5 Sirlea: What ie the namié
that party? - ¢ &, .,;\‘.\?
;. Baldwin:- 1 do ‘et . khow,
testified befor®;

your honor. ..

. Strica: You
this-jury and have gone into:
great-detail regarding. the vers,
fous things that. transpired ¢!
happened Insofar as your récdl
lection i3 concerned, correct?!

[, Baldwin: That 18 correet. &z -3

. Sirica: But:yoy can’t temt

tions:

Sifca: T want you to start
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Paper ‘Secrets’ |

HICI

finterial contained in the top
! |secret papers had long been
in the public domain. -
. The defense presented In
court & United States Govern-
ent Printing Office publication
le to the gen-
} $6 -a - copy
barly in 1969 The defense
pointed out that it contained
much of the same information
that the prosecution contends
injuted the. national defense
when 1t was made public, in a
different form, at a much later
date, - )
Ut -was the
which Lieut, Gen. William G.
bePuy, a prosccution witness,
underwent  cross-examination
by the defense, Yesterday, and
again today, the general insist-
ed that a 1968 Joint Chicfs of
$taff memorandum on the ef-
fects of the. Communist Tet

Cited in Publc Document

;o By MARTIN ARNOLD
;&;f, o S Special to The New York Times
*y LOS ANGELES, Jan. 19—The Pentagon papers trial,
‘only the second day of testimony, went right to the heart
today of the defense's legal .position: That much of the

second day in}

ip

‘spﬂng of that yeat could have’
helped Hanoi plan last year's
Tet offensive. - :
“ Dr. Daniel Ellsberg and Ah-,
thony J. Russo Jr., the defend-:
ants, are accused of stealing
eight -pages of the summary of
the document along with the
‘Pentagon papers themselves
memorandum, and, by impH-
cation, making them public; an

directly harmful to American
troops in.Vietnam and, there-
fore, the country’s national
defense. - ' o
The defense eliclted that Gen-
eral Depuy himself had helped
edit the document that the
printing office sold, That docu-
ment was entitled “Report on
the War in Vietnam: Com:!
mander in Chiet Pacific: Com-
mander U. S. Military Assiste

g

ance Command Vietnam.”’ )
The comparisons were made

dffenstve in Vietnam in the

‘Approved

through the use of slides that|

a $25,000 cashier’s check in-
‘iended for, the Presidént's ré

act that the general said was

were shown to'the jury.
Thus, the 1968 Joint .Chiéfs
of Staff memo, which General
Depuy said ‘was dangerous to
make public, said this: -

“He [the enemy] committed
over 67,000 combat maneuver|
forces plus perhaps 25 per cent
were impressed men and boys,
for a total of about 84,000."

The general sald that this in-
formation, in the Joint Chiefs

report, which was written in
the latter part of February,
1968, could help Hanoi evalu-
ate American and South Viets
nam intelligence, and was "'sene
sitive” even now, in . his
opinion. - .
But Leonard Weinglass, an
attorney for Mr. Russo, using
a slidé, showed that in the
sold by the Government
Printing Office early in 1968,
Ge#t. William C, Westmoreland,
Commander of the Army in
Vietnam, had written, and Gen-
eral Depuy had helped edit,
this statement: .
“The Tet offensive was ex-
teedingly costly to the enemy

jthroughout the country. Be-

tween 29 January and 11 Feb-|

lruary the Communists lost!

flsome 32,000 men killed and

5,800 detained, out of an esti-
mated force of 84,000.” i
“'The 1968 Joint Chiefs of Staff.
memo sald, “Probably the only,
major ~unit to escape heavy|
losses was the Tth NVA No:
Vietnam Army] Division, How-
ever, present dispositions’ give
the enemy the continuing capa-
bility of attacking in the Saigon

o
B

area with 10 to 11 combat ef+

tored - tonversations, but’ that
once! in June McCord " had

Imoreland had written: “On the
-other side. of the argument,

ber the. name of the party-
whom you-delivered this:
tieular log? « v

{ective battalion equivalents.”] -
© Again, the general found
making this information public

harmful to American forces in )

Vietnam, .

fn the Government Printing
Office document, General West-

however, is the fact that large
North - Vietnamese formations
‘were used initially in the attack|
on the Il Corps arca, particu-
jarly the North Vietnamese 7th
'Division, which was held out
‘of the early decision stage of!
the battie.” - Lo .
Thus, the defense was at:
{tempting to show again, that
the Information contained’ in
the Joint Chiefs of Staff memo:
randum -- although not the
memorandum itself—was in the
public domain, o
The defense also flashed onto
the screen that had been set up
ih the courtroom an article that -
appeared In The New York .
ITimes on March 10, 1968, to
show that one-of the key recont.
tmendations made in the Joing
Chiefs of Staff memorandumi
had become publi¢ information
within days after the memorafns+
dum was written—this was that

quested 206,000 more American
troops for Vietnam, ki

The headline ori The Times
article said: "“Westmoreland re-

{quests 206,000 more men; stir

ring debate in Administration”} .
General DePuy, now assists] -
ant to the Vice Chief of Staff] -
lof the Army, was in the nine< .
iteen-sixties one of the chief

>

I

A

Dok
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‘Mifitary planners in Vietnam.

In the latter part of February,
11068, he was ane of eight offl-
‘cers to accompany Gen. Earle
Wheeler, then chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, to Viet-
nam to make a report on the
‘Tet offensive, In 1968 Joint
Chiefs of Staff memorandum
referred to during thig trial is
‘that report. .
. Experienced Wiiness

I “The thin, short general, who
itestified in civilian clothes, is

lobviously an experienced wit-
 inpgs., He sat on the witness
chalr; black-rimmed glasses in
hand, articulating his points in|
long and grammatically correct
gentences, S
. He never ralsed his voice; but
when he did not understand &
question he did not hesitate to
gay so; nor did he hesitate to
turh to United States District

NEW YORK TIMES -,
23 January 1973 ©
SHCRECY DEBATED
1AL
« INCLLSBERG TR
NI - .
1 By MARTIN ARNOLD
TE sveclnltaTheNchnlkﬂn_\an :
4! 10§ ANGELES, Jan. 22—The
; Pentagon papers case moved
 today into arguing the distinc-
tlon between a document la-
‘beled “top secret” and one that
‘contains some of the same in-
‘gormation, but is not labeled
top secrct.” e
" Under cross-examination for
i . ithe third day, Licut: Gen. Wil-

Yiam G. DcPuy, thus far the
Government’s most important
‘witness, acknowledged that he
had helped edit.a report on
Vietnam that he said was “of
. use” to the North Vietnamese
.even though it was sold -t?' the
public’ for $6. by the Uhited
States Printing Office. *
" That report was written b,
Gen. William C. Westmoreland,
_ the -American ‘military com-
~ mander In Vietnam_ from 1964
to 1968, and it had in it some
~of the. same information’. and
‘tonclusions that appearéd in a
11968 .memorandum - by . the
Joint Chicfs of ‘Staff that was
labeled "tog secret” and that
-Dariel Ellsberg is accused of
stealing and passing on to his
co-defendant,  Anthony  J.

Rugso Jr. T

¢ The Joint Chiefs of Staff

“memorandum was written after

" & nine-man survey team, head-

ed by Gen. Earle ‘G. Wheeler,
fhen. chairman of " the Joint
~Chiefs of Staff, visited Vietnam
~for three days at the end of
February, 1968, to evaluate the
enemy's Tet offensive that had

“taken place carlier that month,
. ..The Westmorcland report, which

“'General DePuy sald he helped

edit, was available to the public
{n March, 1969. . ]
“. It took three days but final.
.1y one of Dr. Ellsberg's attor-
fieys, Charles R, Nesson, a
Harvard law professor, got the
. general. to admit that he was
not entirely happy that the
Westmoreland report had been
made public.. |
~ *This history and this infore
“mation, put together with every-

"Eourt Judge Willlam Matthew

. one of Dr. Ellsberg’s lawyers.”|

Byrne, who is presiding over
this trial, fo ask him to have
questions clarified.

The general is not easily
‘shaken from a position and ap-
‘parently has a fine memory. He
was abie, with precise detail, to
recall the testimony ‘he gave|
‘yesterddy. : '

. This morning, in fact, he ad-
‘mitted under cross-examination
‘that he had studied the, traps-
cript of the testimony he had

jven yesterday ‘and that he
'ﬁad met again, before court to-
day, with the chief prosecutor,
David R. Nissen. .

Later this afternoon, he
started to undergo cross-exami-
nation from Charles Nesson,

. Dr. Ellsberg and Mr. Russo|
are accused' of 15. counts of
espionage, theft and conspiracy|
in the case. . . ...

"with The New. York Tirhes, with
books, could make up a report
~30 1 would have to say these

“pages would benefit the North
Vietnamese,”  General DePuy

*said. T
40t possible.use to them?,”"|,

‘Mr. Nesson asked.

“Of possible use, ¥es,”. the|-

" general replied. -
- What, then,

between the Joint' Chiefs of}

'Staff memorandum . and - the
“Westmoreland report?

,fact that the Joint Chiefs of
. Staff memorandum reflécted the

views of General Wheeler, at|
the time the nation’s highest}

ranking military officer on ac-
-tive duty, would give it ‘more
credibility’. in the eyes of the
North Vietnamese than a sims
ilar .report from
* moreland, who
the commander in the field.’
_© “The fact that it was classl-
tied could heighten their [the
' North Vietnamese] . interest;”
. General DePuy said. “The fact
that it was classified. calls at:
_ tention to its importance.” He

MIt's a different assessment
by a different man at a differ-
ent time with a different audi-
ence and includes different
facts unclassified, published by
‘the Government.” g

. General .DePuy = then de-
.scribed the Joint Chiefs ~of
Staff memorandum -as an “offi-
clal action report” and added
-that it “was not submitted to
the people.”” R
. -Of General Westmoreland’s
‘report, he said: “This, however;
is*an unclassified report, a his<
tory, and is not an official
actlon report. It Hoesn't give
the viewpoint of the chairman
[of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.)"

Objected 50 Times -

While this cross-examination
was going on, the chief prose-
‘cutor, David R. Nissen, objected
about 50 times, He was sus-
tained at least half the time.

" But, as a legitimdte courtrgom|

tactic, the continual objections
served to slow -down the flow
of testimony in an attempt to
.obscure what the general was
testifying about. .° . ¢
Legally, the. testiniony was
important ‘on  several . counts,

.thng they know, put A%trhgr

First, the defense is contending

is the distinction|

eneral. West+|.
as then onlyl

A ; + fied, General
According to the general, the|.

)
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‘PENTAGON PAPERS
* BRCOME EVIDENCE

1
'l‘ By MARTIN ARNOLD

.’ Spedal to The Nes York Times

T

sdlves were introduced into evl-
'-d%nc'e today, and an Army of-
ficer who helped put them to-
gether testified that their dis-
closure would be “of use to
‘a forcign nation.”
1, Seated in the witness box,
‘with the papers before him in
‘an old grocery carton, Brig.
‘General Paul F. Gorman said
that the documents would be

~*useful to augment the intelli-

gence of a foreign -country”
“and “to influence foreign rela-
. tions.” o

 He was the third witness to
.testify for the Government in

“the trial of Dr. Daniel Ellsberg.

and Anthony J. Russo Jr., and

was the second generdl officer|

“to do so. Dr. Ellsberg and Mr.
Russo are accused of 11 counts

spiracy. in connection with the
Pentagon papers. - . .

Like Lieut, Gen, Willlam G.
. DePuy, who previously testi-
Gorman - Wors
civilian clothes. Unliké Geneka

DePuy, he seemed -'to enjoy

testifying. He smiled -and ges-

_tured as he answered 'the ques-|

tions of David R. Nissen, the
- chief prosecutor, sométimes
facing the jury directly to give
his response. TR

“Could those documents
have been of use to 4. foreign

nation in 1969?" Mr,' Nissen
', aske

d. : .
“Yes,” the gencral replieds
Mr. Nissen then maved that
18 volumes of the Pentagon’s
secret history of -the Vietnam
war be put into evidence, and
he remarked that the Governs
ment would use them ih many
ways, including for - finger-
prints. - A
The complete Pentagon pa-
- "pers consist of more than 7,000,
pages - in 47 volumds, but for
the purpgses of this trial ‘the
defendants are accused of mis

using only 18 volumes, whichj

include four volumes of diplo-
matic negotiations. = . \

The papers were: first made
rublic by The New York Times
n a serics of articles starling

‘that much of the information
contained in the Pentagon pa-

pers and. other documents in-}

“volved were in the public, do-
“main before Dr., Ellsberg al-
Jegedly stole .and distributed
them. The defénse maintains
that the real importance of the

.papers was that they brought|.

together, . under officlal aus-

-pices, facts about the Viétnam).

|owar, . . .
.. Second, it was important that
General DePuy used the word

“higtory” in describing general}

‘Westmoreland's report because
the defense contends that thej
.Pentagon papers ‘wete, - like
. that report, also “history,” and,
‘ *ag such, should never have been

ved For Release 2001/08/07 :

classified “top secrat” in the

{LOS ANGELES, Jan. 23 —~
'138 Pentagon papers them-

_only to expand his own knowl-
" edge but also to verify the ma:
terial he had gathered' else-

of .espionage, theft and con-

* ministrations,

- attempting to prove that all the

_fore the papers themselves be-| ‘

, ernment at t

BN

AHELN

ngtmmn&717-oo432R0001_u 00700078

i Jurie 13, 1971. The Mndiétrieht
: covers’ only the - pétiod from}
March 1, 1969, to. Sept.. 30,
1970. U T
{ Mr. Nissen - asked’ “htv . jthe
‘.papers could have been usefull
'to a foreign nation.': 3% | 1.
i “They could be of usé g
shape, direct, block th¢ ¢hani}

. nels of international Eofijthixnis
« cation,” General Gorimari . fey
¥ plied. ERINCE S
© “How?” he was asked. !
-+ *“Jt could inform foteign nal
tions on how the U.S: Govérny
_ment conducts itself while en=
gaged in war in.  Southedst

Asia,” he answered.;« .

. Tle to Deferise Alleged '
The general went ‘on to’ x|
“plain how an intelligence cx-
pert for a foreign country might| .
use the Pentagon 'papers not] -

2

where —“to assess how a good
job his men in the field weré
doing.” . B
o prove its espiohage. case
-against the dcfendants, -the
Government must first demons
strate that the Pentagon papers
‘were in fact related to the nay
tional defense. The questioning
of General Gorman, -like the.
questioning of General DePuy,;
was almed to make that pointy;
. General Gorman, who: grad-
-ualed from West Point in 1950
and earncd a master’s degres i)
- public administration from Haf}
vard in 1954, Is assistant. diviy
sion commander of the Fourth
Infantry Division at Fort Cat<
son, Colo. He served twicd im,
Vietnam, once commanding afi4
‘infantry battalion dnd once-#tify
airborne brigade. o

Worked on Sécurity

in the summer of 1967, he
was assigned to the -Interna-
tional Security Affairs Division
of the Depariment of Defense,
which then functioned as the
Pentagon's élite idea group on
foreign policy, and he subse.
quently betame the top military
man on the group that put to-
gether the Pentagon papers,) -
which cover United | States
involvement in Southeast Asia
through four Presidential - Ade]

The general, frohlcatly, wad
making from the witness stand
the same argument that DF
Elisherg made when he wag at«
tempting to persuade various
Congressional figurcs to make
the Pentagon papers .public—]
that they tell important, secret
information about the inner
workings of the Government.
Now, however, the defense 1d

jnformation in the papers was
in the public domain long be-

~came public, . ]
General Gorman who_cours
room observers helieve seems
to have built rapgort with the} .
jury, described the paperg agj -
“gn authoritative survey of the
war,” as “representing the
highest classification, top secs
ret, sensitive,” and as telling
“the thinklnﬁ of the U.S. Gowy
e highest levels,”

Describing the effect thit &
particular passagé might hove

upon the North Vietnamese I .

telligence derartments. he oald,
“This- {8 simply telling * tho
~gnemy that we Know what they

, were up to”” : . R
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Wns);lnuwﬂ Post Btaft Writet
. LOS ANGELES, Jan. 26 =]
; "l‘he Defense. Department, “iri
. 1nternal studies -prepated - i
| ‘éonnectlon with the prosecis
tion of Danlel Ellsberg. and

‘Peritagon Papers” trial;" cont
¢luded that disclosure of- some,
wolumes of the’ once: -top uea
’cret papers would not hftect«

Anthony:J. Russd Jr. in th? :

y US 'vDistric

what - he, upparently felt wer
-|delaying tactics By the gov+
ernment #inproducing - the
studies, explodcd
at . the, proscchtion, declaring
tonight that. he would" turn
over tlie interhal studies to atd
torneys for Bllsberg and Ruged
for uge by the ‘defense. -
‘Ellsberg -
{ehm‘god with conspiracy, - es:
‘plonage and theft of govem-
‘ment property.
I Byrne -also ordered that J‘
{Fred Buzhardt, the Pentagon's

general counsel, and arJusticet

Department - omcm working:
‘on the case .appcar at a spe-
'clal hearing here Monday to;
'tcmfy about the
known' s “damage réports.”

The judge snid they musi
‘bring along massive’ Pentagon!
files on the case for his. lni«
spection.’

f In order to show gullt under
the esplonage act the defen-|

the. government must establish;
a. conncction between the
Pentagon Pnpetq atid-'the, " %
tional  defense®, )
“~Cleatly, the' damage

Judge Byrne read in-court to-
day bear direclly on . that
connection, -arid their. cohelu-
slon that -compromise- of at
least two of the volumes - doés

Hational defense could - lead
to dismissal of some of the
eight espionage counts .inthe;
15-count indictment.

. 1after -

- YHas been. back and fourth to

“‘able to the defense.

W. Matt Byrne Jr., incensed at]

K ‘because the prosecution failed

“with. 4inges| ~ to- give the defense informa-

‘anid  Russo.“ are]

studlcs,; ,

dants are accused of violating,}

not “in any way affect” 'the} -

‘At the least, the defense’
‘lwould have an opportunltv toi

fled duthor of the “damage’
reports” before the jury on
why he felt that disclosure of
the volumes would do lhe
country no harm..

Todny's revelations, which]
came after the jury had been|.
‘tilsmissed until Tucsday morn-
ing, grew out of testimony by
the first prosecution witness,
Frank A. Bartimo, an assist-
ant general - eounsel at lhe
Pentagon, on Jan. 18, the sec-

question the as yet unidenti:*

*ohd day of triall = - )

-Bartimo . rcvenled at that
tlme .that he had commis-
isioned. a task force in 1971;
‘the + ‘Pentagon. Papers
‘had ‘appeared in_newspapers;
't asséss’their connection with
‘the national -deferise. -

4

! For the past-week, Bartlmo

%Wnshlngtoh, by plane and. by
itelephone, in an cffort to as.
:semble_the “damage reports.”
1. Only. today, the Pentagon|
xaent & military jet tg Los An:
geles carrying material chief
.prosecutor David R, Nissen safd
'wap. %0 sensitive that ‘It .could
“not:be. put aboard a commercial
‘aireraft,

i Nissen. has been under the
.indge's orders since last April
to produce the “damage ' re-]
"ports” for Byrne's private in:
ispection and consideration ° of
iwhether they should be avaﬂ-

(Such  material falls under.

the Supreme’ Court's 1963 de-! |

¢lston in‘the case of Brady v.
‘Maryland. ‘In that - case, the
high .court reversed the“con:
viction of an “accused. raplst

tlon. it had which -tended to
exculpate, or establish the.in-
nocence of, thé ‘accused,
_ ‘Byrne suggested today ‘that
‘Nissen had not fully complied
‘with ‘his order of last .April
" The more Bartimo testified,
as” Ke was- repeatedly called
back to the witness stand-this
‘week, the more he ‘revealed
‘the cxlstcncc of “damage re-
‘ports” that the judge had
never seen, - .

This covening, as Nissen
stood stammerihg in protest,
‘Byrne read in open-court from
two apparenily exculpatory
‘reports provided to him pri:
.vately by the prosecutor only
‘on Wednesday of this week.

! One, which covered a: vol
yume of the Pentagon Papers
included. .in . the indittment,
entitled “Evolution of the War,
U.S. and France's Withdraw-
al From Vietnam—1954-1956,"
isald that “sincé virtually all
the material in this volume
thas been in"the public'domain
since before 1989 . . . the De-
fense. Department does not

find, therefore, that the com:!
promise of .this volume in—any;

way affects the natlonal de-
fense.” :

. Another, dealing with a
Rand Corp. study of the:1954
Geneva accords on Indochina,
also mentioned in the Indict
ment, said its disclosure would
“not have any effect whatso-
ever on the national defense.”

Byrne sald he would pro-
vide those undatéd r®ports,
and perhaps much more of the

material, to the defense, -

Tnklng both the judge and
the prosccution by surprise,
defense attorney Charles Nes:
gson revealed that.the defense
- knows, from its own sources,
that still other sdamage re.
-poris” were prepared in_ Jate
1971, when the Justice Des

{sistants, -

‘IMiirtin, chief of the Analysis;

| WASHINGTON POST,
' 25 JANUARY 1973
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LOS ANGELES Jan, 24—
Whlle in ‘Washington: the talk
‘wag of peace and, Vietnam's

"future, the_grim detatls of the
- costly American involvement
in ghe war were belng re-
"hashed in’ federal ' cou&'t here
Wod
With thc li;,hts dimmed in
: the cavernous_courtroom so
‘that the "jurors. could- read
‘slides projected onto a screen,
Brlg Gen. Paul F.. Gorman
,1patnstaking1y reviewed some
g,df the highlights .of the. past
three decades of events in
Y'Southedst Asia, '
[ Some slides showed a com-|
puter.produced “chronology ”
f'and Gorman drew atterition”t
{a line‘indicating the arrival in
Salgon of Col. Edward G.
Lansdale in 1954 on a “secret
% mission” for Ahe Central Intel-
,Iigence Agency to help.con-
‘duct early. operations against
t North Vietnam.
. Smiling, he pointed out that
the documents he had before’
lhim on'the witness stand and
f»bn the screen, the once-top se-
? eret Pentagon papers, provide
"the ‘names of nearly everyone
gent from Washington to pro-
ide covert support for the re-
gime of Ngo Dinh Diem.
. Gorman, who was assistant
dircctor of the Defense De-
pariment task force that pre-
1 pared the Pentagon Papers, is
- & key prosecution witness in
fthe trial of Daniel Elisberg
‘and Anthony J. Russo Jr. on
i charges -of conspiracy, esplo-
, hage and theft: of government
. property in -connection with
* disclosure of those and other
+ classifled documents. .
" His task, in.what Is expected
.ito be almost a week of testi-

bring a superseding Indlet-
ment here -against Elisberg
and Russo.

“Nesson produced an internal
Defense Department-memo to
Buzhardt from onc of his as.
John J. Stahl Jr,
dated Dec. 13, 1971, relaylng‘
a request for help from John

and Evaluation Sectlen in the
Justicé Department’s Internal
Security Division. .
The defense attorney, ai
|Harvard law school professor,
hinted that the defense has a
copy of yet dnother memo

Ellsberg Wltness

s By Sanfor‘d 3. U‘n’gar W
\ .\ Washington Post Btaff Writer

| plained, because at that time,

'land maintained almost con¥

|| box. His tone was professorlaif N
!land confident. o SO

‘CIA-RDP77-Q0432R6001 00070001-9

mony, 18 to show that compr i
mise of the documents in 1965
—the time of the alleged com
spiracy—could have damaged|
the “natlonal defense.”"_
.Today, . that involved golng!
over:a group of volumes which
'Goriman described a8 traclng '
“thé evolution of the war i . »
évents affer the United Stategi
‘became directly involved ', ;i
after an alliance was estibi] -
lished between this country)-
and the Saigon government.”. ]
The general gave special at-]
fention to_the volume entitled] -
“*The Qverthrow of Ngo Dlnh -
Dlem" . et I
“He cited passages o e o
screen that detailed. relations
in 1963 between Henry Cabot
‘Lodge, then Amerlcan ambas.}
sador in Saigon; Col. Lucleny
Conein, 8 CIA agent; . andj
Duong . Van Minh, the’ South}
Vietnamese genersl who led]
.the plot against Diem: - 1
® “Lodge recommends tha£ -
when Conein 1s 'contacted
again, he be authorized to Say
that f'he U.s. wlll not thwart a
. "Lodge then auéhorized
CAS [a code hamie for the ClA
headquarters in Salgon] to. as-
sist in tactical planning.”
® “We are in agreement
that the Nhus [Diem's brotheéy
and sister-in-law] must go.” ¥
‘It was an nltogct‘hnr captls
vating ‘yarn——and fprobably  a|
new one for the two men ‘and
10" women, jurors, none of
whoin showed any familarity
with the origins of the war in
Vietnam during their selectloﬁ
earlier this month.
Many of the jurors leaned
forward to. listen Intenuy
Some took notes.
The. sectlon 'of the over-
throw of Diem was especially
sensitive in 1989, Gorman ex:

Lodge was the chiéf Americas
representative. at the Parfs!
peace talks with North Vlet—
nam.

The - general gesliculat,ed

stant eye contact with the jury.

As the jury Teft, Judge W i
Matt Byrne Jr. werned therf;

.| again, as he does every, day,} |
.| not to read or listen to of dig.|

‘culpatory

£panment .wad  preparing -t

asking -that apparently ex.
“damage reports”
he removed from Defense De.
‘partment files to ‘avold. dis~
closure.

It was then that Byrne or-
idered that Buzhardt und Mar.
tin, who Is. Nissen's “contact”
in Washmgmn, be . here -ohl

'Mon ay

Leonnrd I. Weinglass, Rusf

cuss anything connected wlm-‘ -
the case. )

80's  ¢chiof nuomcy;, arghd

~diciment, it the Justice Des|
3pnﬂment already ' had exeuls

‘sble to-the grand my in Ded -
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Bember, 1971, o
{ Earlier in the day,. the pro-
‘gecution completed direct ex-
amination of Brig. Gen. Taul
I, Gorman, who was assistant
director of the Defense De-
partment task force that com.
piled the Pentagon Papers, by
leading him through the most
gensitive “diplomatic volumes.”
- Gorman'’g testimony ihcluded
a description of how the Britr
{sh  government monitored
telephone conversations In
1987 between Soviet Premier,
rAlexel Kosygin, then on a
‘vislt to London, and Leonid
‘Brezhnev, head of the Sovlet!
,Communist Pacty, and then;

'NEW YORK TIMES '
31 January 1973

|Ellsberg Judge Says U.S.
| Must Give Datato Defense

‘passed the information along
to American agents. . ;
-¢ Asked by Nissen how the
rpnltcd States would react if it
:obtained a similar study to
ithe Pentagon Papers prepared
by China, the Soviet Union
.or North V'etnam, Gorman
replied that “it would be the
;intelligence windfall of the
decade.” . MR
{ But Byrne ordered that an-
‘8wer stricken from the rec.
‘ord as unrelated to the ev-
rtdence in the case, The judge
ipostponed  cross-examinatiofi
of Gorman pending resolution]

of the furor over the “dam.
Bge ‘reports.” .. L,

"o

°

LOS ANGELES,

defendants. He then ordered
that this evidencé be. tuthed
over tohight to the- defend-
ants, Dr. Daniel Ellsherg and
Anthony J. Russo In. - - -
" Attorneys. for‘the men sald
that they would move for a
fitistrial tomorrow and that they
would ask for sanctions against
the Government for the many
months that it denied that such
evidence existed.
" - No participants or obscrvers
seemed to expect Federal Dis-
trict Court Judge William Mat-
thiew Byrne Jr. to declare a mis.
Arfal, but it was pointed out
‘that he could throw but some
of the 15 counts of esplonage,
thieft and conspiracy. , -
in addition, the defense wll
now be able to use some of the
prosecution’s own materials
when questioning witnesses be-
fore the jury. . :
" The evidence involved is con-
talned In' the Government's
‘analyses of the effect that the
disclosure of the °Pentagon
papers had on national defense.
* ‘The analyses had been sub-
fitted reluctantly by, the Gov-
ernment in secret; and most of
ft very recently.
[ 1t was a poignant moment in
ithe courtroom when Judge
Byrne said that portions of, the
Government’s analyses showed|
that the disclosure of 11 of the
20 top secret documents in-
volved in the case, did not af-
fect the national defense.
* Dr, Ellsherg, sitting at the
defense table with his attor-
neys, broke into a large grin
dnd- then moved to where his
wife was sitting In the court-
{‘om‘n and put his arm around
er. They stayed that way for
the temainder of the session,

_+.-Blght of th ts against
zht of the coun N arove

"By MARTIN ARNOLD- + " .0
Bpectal to The New York Times v

Jan, 30—The judge in the
\bapers case ruled late this afternoon that the Government
hed some ‘evidence tending to prove the innocence of thé|

R
RPN

Pentagon

Dr. Ellsberg and Mr. Russo are.
esplonage counts, and to prove.
them, the Government must
first prove that the men’s al-
leged illegal acts damaged the
national defense. T

The seven’ other counts in-
volve theft and conspiracy, but
because some of the same 20
top secret documents are in-
volved, the theft and con-
spiracy charges could .also be
narrowed substantially by the
judge.

The 20 documents are 18
volumes of the 47-volume
Pentagon papers, & 1968 Joint!
Chicfs of Staff memorandum,
and ‘a. 1954 Geneva Accords
memorandum, All of the
were tlassified top secret-stnsis,
tive, and all were made publi¢t
by The New York Times on:
June 13, 197 . -

The Department of Defense;]
at the behest of the Justice De-!
partment, has done a number
of secret analyses of these'20
documents to determine for:
court action whether or not
the national defense was af«
fected by their release.

And since April, Judge Byrne
has been asking for these anal-
yses because the defense has
contended that they contain ex-
culpatory evidence. ’

Urider a Supreme Court rul-
ing in 1963, such prosecution
evidence, which tend to prove
the Innocense of a defendant,
must be turned over to the de-
fendant upon request.

The Government has denled
since spring that much of thé
material existed. But ~ this
morning, the Government final-
ly gave Judge Byrne the final
stack of such papers. They
were about as thick as the
Manhattan telephone book and
fncluded analyses by th  Des
partment of Defense’s Security
Review Diviston, . - . .

The judge said that he would
look this latest material over to
see if it too contains exculpa-
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- Ellsherg Trial |

\ w5 ¢+ ByUnited Pre
{ LOS "ANGELES,
‘Studies that indicated that re-

flease of the. Pentagon papérs

ould - not eddanger national
‘security were ordered covered
Aup by the Defense Department,
/& witness testified today at the
espionage trial of ]\)'aniel Ells-
berg. © - . L

Lieut. Col. Edward A. Millek
Jt., retired, the “mystery wit-
ness” promised by the defense,
said that he had prepared pft
analysis of nine volumes of the

i Says Pentagon Hid Data

. St
Jan. 31— [secret Vietnam war docurhents

that Charles Hinkle, head of the

" The defense has been' cofi-
tending that the Security Re-
view Office analyses were sup-
pressed by the Government, and
at its behest the judge ordered

review section, appear in court
tomorrow along with a “secret”
defense witness.

" That secret witness Is be-
Hleved to be & retired Army
officer, Lieut. Col’ Edward A,
Miller, who wrote a larpe secy]
tion of the Security Review Of-
fice analyses. . X
*The material that the judge
tuled cxculpatory today was
contained in réports written by

fan official of the National Se-
curity Agency, who was lent to
the Defense Department’s gen-
eral counsel, J. Fred Buzhardt
to put togethe rthe analyses. .
According to the defense, Mr.
Buzhardt had these analyses
done only after the Security Re-
view Office reports showed that
the disclosure of the Pentagon
papers did not affect the na-
tional defense. .
Today, - Mr. Buzhardt said
that juntil the Sccurity Review
Office analyses arrived here
from Washington last evening
by special courier he did not|
know that they even existed.

He testified that he thought
someone had written those
particular réports “voluntarily”
as a spare time exercise. They
are not official, he said.

The defense hopes that in
guestioning Mr. Hinkle "and
Colone] Miller tomorrow it will
prove that the analyses were
in fact official and that they
were suppressed.

All of today's proceedings
took place without the jury,
which was sent home Frida
to allow the parties to thrasK
out whether or not exculpatory
material existed.

. The jury is scheduled to re-
turn to court tomorrow morns
ing, but it iz expected to be
sent home again to allow Mr.
Hinkle and Colonel Miller to
testify. .
Judge Byrne has said that no
defeise cross-examination will
be allowed tntil all the excul-
gatory material in this case has
been revealed and given to the
defense. ’

The defense, in turn, has
asked for some time to study,

[T AR

the exculpatory material it re-i
|c6itAa g7 -00432R00010007001-9
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'and concluded that fewer than
150 of 800 points believed .to!
be related to national defense
were properly’ classified.-". [ 1]
" Colonel Millet said that hi§
superior> .at the ' Pentagor
Charles: Hinkle, director of e
curity review in the office of;
‘ihe Assistant Secretaty. Tor
‘public affairs, told him-that he
Jhad reccived instructions from,
Jerry W. “Friedheim ‘at the
sistant: Secretary for Public' Afs
fairs at the Pentagon that the
hdamage report” should beye-
moved from the files. * ;1!
* Colonel Miller . sald - that - he
fiad’ seen a_memo confirming]
fhat the' docuiments weére to'be
Yermoved from the files in July;
Ho72. .. ..o b
- United States: District Court
Judge William Matthew Byrne
#r. had ordercd the defense o
‘produce the. witness that it con-
tended could -prove that -the
Government, -had .deliberately]
withheld inforhation that would
fielp to'prove Dr. Ellsberp’s in-
{nocened. 7 L L .‘:2
" Mr. Hinkle also flew, to LoS
Angeles from : Washington 16
testify on orders of the judge.’
. Judge Byrne. disclosed yes
torday the series of “damage
reports” indicated thdt 11 ‘of
the 20 volumriés of the Péntagon
bapers contained no  informas
tidti“that was vital to natibhal)
gsecur‘ityi . bty

R ot
i ! 1} i ot ?»:‘.'L‘“"' A‘ p ey
i 2 Jury 1s Sent Home

"' By, MARTIN ARNOLD'
3 Special to The New York Times
. LOS ANGELES, Jah. 31=Th¢
jury in the Pentagon pupcrﬁ
trial was sent home today until
Monday- 1o give +the dofende
time .to ‘study hew evidence fn
the case, i, 0 T o
" The evidence consists of the
Government's own secret uval‘a;
untion of whether the dis.
closure of the Pentagon paper
damapged this country's natioti=
al defense. . . R ;
© The judge has -ruled thab] . |
some of the Goveiriment's anfls
yses showed that the nationdl
defense was not affected,-and}.
last night thig material wag
turned over to the altorneys
- for Daniel Elisberg and Any
‘thony J. Russo Jr., . the -dé:

fendants, R

i

. ‘The defense has beeh et
tending stnce April that such]
material existed, and that th

Government had suppressed it

{itll Jast webk. Fot monthd thid

prosecition has been denyi&g"
in eotrt tho existenes ©f thi:

TTIYNTT ﬂ:"T‘A"T'""
T R
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exculpatory materfal. - 3" -
The' analysis of the volumié.
etititled “Phased Withdrawal of
United States Forces’ (1962-
1964)" said, for instance; that:
{“DOD review of this. volume!

does not show that its com:
promise’ would affect ‘in any'

in 1969 or today.” . .37 ¢, -

i "Earliér Releasé Cited” 5
Even more: telling was this
Defense Department evaluation
of disclosure of the volume en-
“|titled »'Re-cmphasis_on  Pacifit
cation (1965-1967)." 1t ' con-
cluded thils way:* . .~ 'y
" “Since. virtually ail the infor-
matioh. presented.:in this vol-
ume had been in the public dos
main prior to 1969, it would bé
. Vdifficult, if not impossible, to
dssess the contents of the vol

soever on national defense a$
of 1969.” - B .
aré ‘accused of cight tounts!
of esglonagc, six of theft and
* 1one of conspiracy. To prove the
_lespionage charges, the most
| serlous - charges against them,
the} Government must first
prove that their alleged illegal}
actions damaged the national
defense of this country. .
" Exculpatory tnaterial 1§ evi-
dencé that the prosecution has
that would tend to prove the
infoctnce: of the defendants, |
and In"this case it consists of
Portiong of various secret andl
yses that the Government madel
io determine what .effect; if
any, disclosure 6f the Pefitagon
papers and two othef top ecret
documents had, on the ational
defense. SRt

The two other documents are,
a 1968 Joint Chiefs .of Staff.
memorandum  evaluating  the
Communist Tet offensive in
. |Vietnam that year and a 1954;
. |memorandum on the Genevaj
accord, All of these documents)
were - first made public _in- &
serics in ‘The New York Times
starting June 13,1970, . . -
“The exculpatory evidence
tutned over to the defendants:
last night by United States Dis-
trict Court Judge William Mat=<
thew Bvrne JIr. touched on 12
of the 15 counts’against them
—six of the espiohane counts.
five of the theft counls and
the tonspiracy connt. That such

| Wiretap Suit

way natibnal defense interest§ .|
‘refused to delay action on 4

|berg against former Attorney

' WASHINGTON POST _|
27 JANUARY 19737

. A ‘federal -judge here -has
civil suit filed by Daniel Ellg

General John N. Mitchell and
a number-of high administra:

{tton officlals charging that ig

attorney’s telephones had beett;

time as-having any effect what- .

Dr. Elisberg and Mr, Russo -

evidence eoxists does not mean;
that the iudpe will .throw out!
any or all of the counts that,
it touched upon. but he could.:
It docs mean that the defense!
wiit be able to use portions:
of the Government's own analy=:
geg to defend itsclf before thé
Jury. ¢ P
Similar  conclisions were
made in the analyses of eight
other volumes. Nine of the
‘analyses were made by the Dé-
fense Department and two by
the State Department: The year.

1969 is important. beécause the
time period covered in these in-
dictments 1§ from, March 1,
1969, to Sept. 30, 1970. - "7
. the Goverpimerit's first wit-
iess, Frank ‘A. Bartimo, an as:
sistdnt general counsel to the
.Defense Department, admitted
on Jan. 18 that shortly after
the Pentagon papers were, pub-

lished in The Timcs, & special

- - |panel was set'up at the behest

illegally tapped.” -~ " - %
* The - government had asked'

‘that the clvil.trial be,_'posi:"-if

poned until the end of ithe -
criminal - trial against Ells '
‘berg, who fs ‘being tried 1t
Los Angeles on chafg’es..‘ol?;'
esplonage ‘and theft- of govy
ernment documents in the
Pentagon Papers case. ' . .
' Durihg pretrial proceedings
in the criminal case, it was
learned that one of the de-
fense attorncys had, been
'éverheard In a call made from;

1

‘a {apped phone. )
i/ However, after, hearing the
‘tape, the judge ruled that it
was “utterly without signifl
‘cance or relation in any way;
‘to this case” Elisberg then,
filed the civil sult here. !
The U.S. government then
asked U.S. District Judge.
Thomas A. Flannery to delay’!
action in the civil case “to!
avoid: interference with the;
criminal case.” sl
. Flannery refused but said;
{he proceedings in the civill
tase will be closely monitored|
by the ecburt to protect any.
possibility of interference with! -
the criminal trial, i

RIREERY)
|

o

.

6f the Justice ' Deparimerit tol
analyze the publication's efd
fect, and ;that ‘in_December,
1971, still more analyses were
ordered.: . o T o
* 'Thus far, the exculpatory mds
terial has been. found ‘i thé
later analyscs,. and there .aré
37 such analyses, ... ... . - -
* After Mr. Bartimo's testl
niony, Judge Byrne relterated
his 'order of 'last spring that
all such analyses dnd related
torresporidence be turned ovet
to him in - camera, ~“andy
feluctantly, starting last' week;

the Government-began to come - -

" -Justices - William O. Douglas,

.'other House members were

{NEW YORK TIMES
/23 January 1973

Justices Back Full Secrecy|

Of Documents on Security

g Tt apeciat tohe
+ WASHINGTON, Jan, 22—Citi-
‘zens cannot use the Freedom
‘of Information Act to gain ac-

‘cess to unclassified sections of

:secret and top secret national|

.security papers, the Supreme
,Court held today. :

_At the same time, the high
¢ourt ruled that Government
:agericies could be compelled|
,under the act to produce inter-
“office memorandums in court
: unless they were able to estab-
| Hish Beforehand that such papers
- could not legally be subpoenaed
-4n an- ordinary court case.
i*_The Court divided 6 to 3 in
the -jnuiional ‘security aspect of
‘the . decision, with Associate

‘William J. Brennan Jr. and
'Thurgood Marshall dissenting.
"On the memorandum issue, only
“Justice Douglas disagreed with
the eight-man majority.

The case arose in 1971 when
Representative  Patsy  Mink,
Democrat of Hawail," and 32

unsuccessful in  persuading
President Nixon to release an
interdepartmental report on an
‘underground nuclear test sched-
uled - for - Amchitka Island,
laska.

.” 'The Representatives went into
Federal District Court, contend-
ing that the .1966 Freedom of
Information- Act entitled them
to the information. The court
ruled for the Administration, on
the ground that the papers in-
volved were protected by ex-
emptions in the act covering
tlassified material and memo-
#andums that would not be
available in an ‘ordinary law-
suit.’ : .
: Decision Reversed

. But the Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia re-
versed the decision, holding
that only secret parts of classi-
fied documents were protected
and ordering the judge to ex-
amine the papers in private to
see if some of their contents
could be made available to the
members of Congress. -

The appellate court said the
judge could also determine
whether the memorandums in-
cluded “factual information”
that could be made public, as
opposed to details of “policy-
making processes.” ¢
. . The Supreme Court. majority
"decided today that classificd

New York Times

dums had -the burden of satis- ; L

fying the judge that they would
not. have been subject to sub-
poena in an ordinary civil case,
In his dissent, Justice Doug-
las declared that “the Govern-
ment seeks to escape from the
[Freedom of Information) Act
by. . makig the Government,
stamp of ‘top secret’ or ‘secret’
a barrier to the performance of
the District Court’s functions.”
“The' majority,” the Justick
continued, “makes the stamp
sacrosarict, thereby immunizirig
stamped documents from judi-
cial scrutiny, Whether or. not
factpal information contalned
in fhe dotument is, in, fact,
colorably related to interests of
the national defénse or foreign|
policy.” N
Volce-Recording Upheld .,
The high court also ruled, in
two cases involving an Illinois
gambling investigation,
witnesses called before the
grand jury could not invoke the
constitutional privileges agairist
self-incrimination and improper
search to avoid recording voice|
and handwriting samples. .: .
The Court ruled 7 -
against Antonio Dionisio in the
voice-recording case, with Juss
tices Douglas and Marshalll
dissenting. In the handwriting
case involving Richard J. Mara
Justice Brennan also dissented
for a 6-to-3 division,
In another decision, the
Court voted 8 to 1 to stay a
lower court decision that would
have allowed Phillip and Dand
iel Berrigan, the antiwar priests,
to travel to North Vietnam, Jus-
tice Douglas was the dissenter.
The Berrigan brothers are on
parole from prison terms for
having destroyed draft board
records as a protest against the
Vietnam war. The United States
Parole Board hds refused them
permission to travel to Hanoi
but the United States Court of
Appeals overruled that decision,
“Keeping alive intellectuai
intercourse between seemingly
opposed groups,” Mr. Douglas
wrote in his dissent, “has al)
ways been important, and i8
even more important in view
of the bridges of communicds
tion long destroyed between
this country and North Vietnam
which are now being restored.| |
“The stay. will remain In ef:}
fect until the Supreme Court|

‘matetial heed hot be submitted(lias ruled -on: the validity off -

to the Federal judge at ail to
retai its exemption, but that

the Court. of Appeals decislo
or-hag declined to review:the

-agencies withholding memoran-
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Myth and Madness - :

WIHAT IS THERE about the infelli.:
gence business that invites the kind:
of commentary contained in Thomas'
Ross's review of CIA, The Muyth and:

ber 31)? A book js writien. Enouzh
of it is true {o establish an ambi-

8 whele. The balance of the hook is
made up of statements which are|
citlier factually inaccurate or con-
voyr improntiang that ara dictarted
~not 10 say perverted—and entire-
1y misleading. It is hard to believe
that a trained professional reporter
would swallow a hodgepodge of
tales and gossip about any other
soctor of activity, inside or outside
the government, with such gullibie
abandon. Why bz so {ree with the!
intelligence community? .
To turn to the tasc in point, the |
reviewer remarks in an iniroduc-
tory passage that the book is
“flawed” by “bad writing, bad taste
and bad logie”” On most subjects!
this would suggest need for cau-
| tion about the validity of the hook |
as a whole, But not, apparently,|
where charges against the intelli-
gence community are concerned,
and the reviewer goes on to repeat
& number of “startling disclosures, »
allegalions and  horror stories.”
These include a number of peeuliar- .
Iy repulsive attacks. on Richard
Helms alleging Byzaniline mancuver-
ing on his part—and worse—to de-
stroy his competitors. )
It Is easy enough to see how the
Iatrines of the government could
spew forth this kind of stuff. It is
not casy {o see how a responsible
publisher should publich it or why ‘
a respoasible journalist would wish .
to glve it credence. .
" These charges in fact are all!
Peaslly  refutable. For example,
[Helms s charged with “destroy-

! Rufus Taylor, Even {he tnost casual :-
acquaintance of Admival Taylor
{ knows that he agreed to remain on

" netive serviee to beeame deputy db ;-

Jquired In” South Carolipa and in-

1 Far from destroving him Helms

i

rector of central intetligence in 1065

with the greatest reluciance. e had
meant to relire al the expiration of |
his sorvice as director of naval in- |
teltigence but was persuaded fo re-
main for another tour as depuly
givector of DIA, What he wanted

{o do personally was to fix wp a |
place which he had recently ae-

dulre his inferests in wildlife pres-
ervalion snd game manapement,
\When asked to stay on for still
another ferm angd serve as Helms's
{ deputy he, in effect, agreed to post-
pone felicity a little longer be-
! cause of what he considered the call
(of duly.

:made every effort to keep Admiral
Taylor In government sorvice and
only forwarded his resignation to
the President at his insistence and
with genuine and deep regret. This |
sugresls the general level of authen- :
{icity of {he other “disclosures, al- |
Iegations and horror stories” insofar
as they involve circumstances with
which I &m personally familiar.

This brings. us {o the question of

censorship. Under the Rarchetlf |
252, which Ross appears to deplore,
the Supreme Court held in effect
that .a former employce of CIA.
could be restrained from publish-

not to publish. The fact that dis.!
closure. of the material which fs
“suppressed” would, in- {he opinion,
of responsible officials, compromise
{ national security hardly makes U\eE
Marchetti rule an iniquitous one, |
| However that may be, ihe McGar-!
: vey book, heing subject to the same’
rule of law, was presumably subject
to review ond “censorship” by CIA.

Assuming that this was in {act-
:the case, one concludes that the '
; censor’s hand is not a heavy one, |
: One can presume that only a very |
{few {tems which clearly compro-

mised the security of on-going oper-,

j atlonal activity or some other sen. '
! sitive security interest were deleted, |
;The director of central intelligence |
{1s apparently prepared to overlook !

. Personal abuse—no matter how pre-v -~

'  posterous or Invidious—and general |

. __Approveg Egrj R:elvea‘sv:e,200110‘8{07 : CIA-
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{ Ing material that he had promised!.
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:charges of incompetence and frre.{ .}
‘sponsibility—no matter’_how 1l -
‘ founded. :
;  Why? Parily, I suppose,. because !
i {he record of cfforts {o refule some ! -
of the wilder charges leveled against’
CIA and the intelligence connmue
nity has been so discouraging. Ask
to sec the manuscript, prior {o pub-° 7
lication, of a hook about intellizence’ *
operations and official policy by an:
author who could not possialy have '
anything belter than third hand ae-:
cess to the actual facls sbout a:
cgiven incident and a wild cry of,.
gestapo tactics” and “censorship” - -
gocs up, . ) :
Attempt to establish an cffcetlve
dialogue with members of the press-
ahout the programs for which vou,
as DCI, are responsible, and youi
ave immediately accused, as withess”
this review and book, of “blunting! |
.the investigative spirit of the major,
{newspapers and magazines by tak.:
ing their correspondents to lunch."!
Try o correet inaccuracies and false’
impressions by telling the “whole!
truth” about a particular situation:
or incident and: sce what that does
to the security of your sources and -
‘methods, i
Perhaps the best reason why:
ithose in charge of American intelli-
gence prefer to let these allegations
go unchallenged is their confidence'
that the American people, on bal-;
ance, recognize garbage when they |
see it, S
i Any reasonmable person would:’
:agree that fncompetence and blun.’
iders are fair game for any reporter,”
IWhat my former collcagues in the:
intelligence serviees deplore’ and -
find incomprehensible Js what ap-;.
pears to be the deliberate tilting,:
to coin an expression, of the image !
of 1heir activities in a discreditable |
balance. It is casy to understand?“
‘why our adversaries abroad would i
iwish, .by inference, misrepresenta. |
[tion or ofherwise, {0 paint a picture | :
iof American intellizence which is
;as dark and delinyuent as possible,
1 But why should American’ citizens i
tcontribute o this tilling process? |,
{And what creditable purpose does ¥ .-
1it serve? . :
: JOIN A. BROSS
.. McLean, Virginia |
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